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In  tlio  oxrollcut  Trmiiornrv  Profnco  to  Clinuccr'R  Canterbury 
Talos,  inmicd  hv  Dr.  Kurnivnll  in  18G8,  the  question  ns  to  the 
ripht  arrnnponiont  of  tlio  Tfxlcs  is  cnirfully  diflcuBscd  ;  nnd  tho 
result  nrrived  at  was  m>fliriont  for  tho  purpose.  That  purpono 
was,  to  place  the  Tales  in  the  or<lcr  in  which  Chaucer  inipht  have 
arnuiiretl  the  ThIch  hiniHclf,  if  he  had  lived  to  complete  tho  work. 

Dr.  Furnivall  showed  that  tho  Talcs  ciin  ho  divided  into  ahout 
nine  distinct  groups.  Those  that  occur  within  tho  pamo  group 
ftro  clearly  linked  together  hy  tho  liolp  of  additional  lincR, 
occurring  hotwoen  tho  Talcs,  that  serve  to  dismiss  ono  Talo  and 
to  introduce  another.  In  other  words,  there  is  no  evidence  that 
nny  of  the  arrnngetncnts  in  the  mnnuscripts  is  final.  All  that 
can  ho  said  is  that  some  arrangements  are  prefcrahle  to  othcr«  ; 
and  tho  arrangement  mado  hy  Dr.  Furnivall  is  suitable  for 
practical  purposes. 

What  I  now  propose  to  disr\>ss  is  not  (piite  the  snme  problem. 
I  have  no  wish  to  propose  any  arrangement  of  my  own,  or  to 
form  any  theory  at  all  Wyond  such  ns  is  homo  out  by  the 
evidence.  My  purpose  is  purely  historical,  viz.,  to  show  that 
wo  havo  evidence  for  at  least  four  dilTeront  arrangements  or 
schemes,  and  we  aro  able  to  determino  quite  clearly  how  these 
four  schemes  came  into  being.  They  represent  the  Tales  in  four 
different  stages,  so  to  speak  ;  and  each  depends,  nn  of  course  it 
m\ist  depend,  upon  the  scheme  that  precodetl  it.  Whether  «uch 
nchemon  are  due  to  Chaucer  hlmnelf,  or  to  wribos,  we  ihall  lee  ai 
we  proceed.  Ono  at  leant  of  them  in  due  to  an  editor,  but  the 
rest  may  well  bo  his  own.  It  ii  very  difficult  for  any  otie 
accustomed  only  to  printed  bookn  to  reaHse  what  hnppened  In 
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the  days  of  manuscripts.     In  the  case  of   Langland's   poem  of 
Piers  the  Plowman,  we  have  at  least  five  forms  in  which  the 
poem  appears,  not  counting  others  which  are  obviously  absurd. 
Of  these  five  forms,  three  are  due  to  the  fact  that  the  poem  was 
twice  rewritten  ;  this  gives  us  at  once  an  A-text,  a  B-text,  and  a 
C-text ;  and  it  is  now  being  uiuintaiued,  not  without  reason,  that 
this   implies   at  least  two  authors,  since  the  author  of  text    IJ 
appears  to  have  misunderstood  some  of  the  expressions  used  by 
the  author  of  A.     Besides  these  three  texts,  wu  have  two  more, 
certainly  due  to  the  mistakes  of  scribes  ;  for  there  is  a  set  of 
manuscripts  that  contains  a  mixture  of  the  A  and  C  ty})es,  both 
imperfect,  and  unintelligently  combined,  and  another  unintelligent 
combination  of  the  B  and  C  types,  likewise  imperfect.     We  thus 
have  positive  evidence  that  the  scribes  who  were  employed   to 
multiply  manuscripts  frequently  did  precisely  as  they   pleased. 
They  copied  what  they  could  come  by  ;  and,  if  they  could  not  get 
11  perfect  copy,  they  copied  an  imperfect  one,  completing  it  by 
help  of  another  without  considering  whether  it  belonged,  so  to 
speak,  to  the  same  recension  or   not.     Nothing  can   be   more 
misleading  than  to  ap})ly  ideas  derived  from  the  habits  of  modern 
I)rinting  to  times  when  tlie  very  idea  of  printing  was  unknown. 
Just  as  we  should  expect  to  tind  printed  copies,  at  the  present 
day,  resembling  each  other  very  much  or  altogether,  we  ought  to 
expect   the  very  contrary  in  the   days   when    every   copy    was 
produced  separately.     Even  if  a  reader   dictated   aloud    to   six 
copyists  at  once,  each  of  these  had,  to  say  the  least,  his  own  ideas 
of  spelling,  or  even  of  rhythm  or  of  grammatical  expression. 

These  preliminary  remarks  are  absolutely  necessary  before 
any  explanation  is  possible.  Having  made  them,  I  propose  to 
show  that  there  are  four  wain  schemes  of  arrangement  of  the 
Canterbury  Tales,  neglecting,  with  one  remarkable  exception, 
the  manuscripts  in  which  no  particular  order  has  been  observed. 
For  I  propose  to  show,  beforehand,  that  we  actually  possess 
one  ]\IS.  which  may  be  fairly  regaided  as  appioaching  to  the  idea 
of  an  archetype;  a  MS.,  namely,  in  which  the  Groups  of  tales 
iippear,  at  first  sight,  to  take  quite  a  casual  order ;  a  !MS.  in 
which  they  may  have  been  committed  to  writing  with  a  view  to 
future  re-arrangement.  By  such  re-arrangement  we  must,  of 
course,  construct  a  scheme  that  is  necessarily  the  oldest  of  the 
four  more  orderly  schemes,  from  which  also,  in  turn,  each  of  the 
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Intor  Kolioiiios  nui  bo  nalnrrxUy  dovolnped,  in  rrguUr  mioop««ion. 
Thn  MM.  to  which  1  refer  Ih  tho  Hongwrt  MS.,  wliich  munt,  in 
ntiy  cnRP,  bo  rnn«i(lprc(!,  «ince  it  is  goncrally  ngrcod  that  it  i«,  with 
ono  oxooption,  tho  best  wo  pc»«Re«9,  f\t  any  rate  as  regards  the 
grammatical  forms. 

The  Hknowrt  MS.  or  the  CANTEnnunv  Tales 

Tho  llongwrt  MS.  of  tho  Cantorhiuy  Tales  is  known  to  bo  one 
of  tho  best.  It  stands  second  among  tho  seven  MSS.  selected  and 
printed  by  tho  Chaucer  Society.  An  examination  of  its  contents 
shows  thnt  it  is  unique,  not  only  in  the  arrangement  of  tho  Tales 
biit  in  particulars  relating  to  tho  Tales  themselves. 

I  belie vo  it  can  bo  explnined  as  showing  tho  Tales  in  their 
ohlest  known  condition.  It  represents,  so  to  speiik,  a  form  of 
them  in  which  tho  idea  of  arrangement  was  quite  imperfect ;  and 
it  was  written  out,  prolmbly  with  a  view  to  future  use,  as  a  sort 
of  working  copy.  In  fact,  Dr.  Furnivall  noted,  in  18^8,  that  it 
is  "tho  least  liandRomo  of  our  six  MSS.,  the  least  formally 
written."  Hut  it  may  be  a  lute  copy  of  a  MS.  of  a  similar 
kind.  We  should  naturally  expect  it  to  be  incomplete  ;  and 
indeed,  its  omissions  are  significant. 

I  suppose  fow  remarks  have  been  nioie  frequently  made  than 
tins,  viz.  that  the  idea  of  tho  (^'anon's  Yeomnn  was  an  after- 
thought. There  is  no  hint  of  his  existence  in  the  General 
Pr(»logne;  and  the  idea  of  inserting  him  among  tho  rest  did  not 
occur  to  the  author  till  he  had  made  considerable  progress  with 
his  work.  It  is  highly  probable,  as  has  often  been  said,  that 
(-'hnncer  suddenly  discovered  that  ho  had  something  satirical  to 
Pay  about  tho  doings  of  tho  alchemists  ;  and  the  ingenious  way  in 
which  the  number  of  the  pilgrims  is  said  to  have  been  enlarged 
by  tho  addition  of  the  Canon  and  his  Yeoman  is  almost  beyond 
praise.     The  thought  was  most  happy  and  successful. 

Now  tho  llengwrt  MS.  is  so  antique  in  its  type  that  it  knows 
nothing  of  either  the  Canon  or  his  Yeomnn.  All  that  we  find  is 
tho  rubric  :  *'  Here  is  ended  the  Nonnes  tale,"  on  leaf  173.  We 
turn  tho  leaf,  and  find,  to  our  amazement,  the  Prologue  to  the 
Clorkes  Tale,  which  ought  perhaps  to  have  come  in  earlier,  but 
<\id  not. 

Another  remarkable  point  is  the  absence,  in  its  due  place,  of 
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the  Tale  of  Melibeus,  which  nearly  every  other  MS.  and  all 
the  printed  editions  put  iu  its  proper  place,  between  Sir  Tho()Ub 
and  the  Monk's  Tale.  Hut  this  MS.  divides  Gioup  7  into  two 
parts,  giving  the  two  last  tales  (the  Monk  and  Nun's  Priest)  pre- 
cedence, and  relegating  all  the  rest  to  a  position  just  before  the 
Parson.  And  this  is  done  in  spito  of  the  reference  in  the  line — 
"When  ended  was  my  tale  of  Melibee" — with  which  the  Monk's 
Prologue  rightly  begins. 

A  more  important  fact  is  that  in  this  MS.  (as  in  MS.  llawl. 
Misc.  1133),  the  Manciple's  Tale  appears  quite  early,  instead  of 
just  before  the  Parson's  Tale,  as  usual.  Accordingly  we  find,  in 
the  Prologue  of  tlie  Parson's  Tale,  that  the  first  line  is  : — "  By 
that  the  Manciple  hadde  his  tale  al  endetl,"  with  a  note  to  say 
that  Manciple  is  written  over  an  erasure;  i.  e.  it  is  not  the 
original  reading,  thougli  nearly  all  other  M8S.  have  ft. 

The  Hengwrt  MS.  also  preserves  the  old  original  seven-lino 
stanza  at  the  end  of  the  Clerk's  Tale,  printed  iu  the  note  to  my 
edition,  vol.  iv.  p.  424,  and  in  the  Student's  Chaucer,  p.  611. 
1  call  this  stanza  the  Host-stanza,  and  denote  it  in  the  Tables 
above  by  "  h."  The  conjecture  tliat  it  was  meant  to  follow 
Group  E,  1.  1162,  or  1.  1169,  is  a  conjecture,  and  nothing  else. 
If  we  are  to  go  by  evidence,  its  right  place  is  after  1.  1212.  See 
the  Six-text  edition,  p.  477. 

The  conjecture  was  of  course  due  to  the  inadvisability  of 
se{iarating  the  words  "wringe  and  wayle"  in  1.  1212  from 
'*  Wepiug  and  way  ling"  in  1.  1213;  but  this  does  not  apply  to 
the  Hengwrt  MS.  at  all,  because  11.  1213-1244  do  not  occur  in  it. 

The  Hengwrt  MS.  (followed  here  by  the  Corpus  MS.)  omits 
the  stanza  on  Adam  in  the  Monk's  Tale  ;  but  this  may  have 
been  accidental.     It  does  not  greatly  matter. 

Another  interesting  point  about  this  MS.  is  that,  in  the 
Monk's  Tale,  the  "  modern  "  stories  of  the  two  Pedrop,  Visconti, 
and  Ugolino  of  Pisa  are  .'^imply  added  at  the  end  if  the  Tale, 
though  in  the  later  schemes  (except  the  Ellesmere,  which  is 
unauthorised)  they  occur  much  earlier,  as  the  case  requires. 
This  is  just  what  we  should  expect.  We  have,  in  the  Hengwrt, 
a  nearer  approach  to  the  actual  or  original  order,  as  regards  date 
of  composition  ;  in  the  other  schemes,  we  have  a  revised  order, 
written  with  a  new  intention.  The  placing  of  the  modern  stoiies 
at  the  end  does  not  contradict  what  is  said  in  the  Nun's  Priest's 
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Prolopjio,  brrauoo  linos  3901-80  of  Oroup  ))  dn  iwt  apjifnr  in  tlio 
ITon^'wrt  MS. 

Another  point  is  thfit  tlioro  is  in  this  MS,  no  Talo  of  Oamelin. 
It  is  ]vissil)lo  tlmt  tliis  Tnlo  had  not,  nn  yet,  ftttract©*!  ChRUcov's 
nttontion. 

Oncp  inoro.  Tho  llcngwrt  MS.  cr.ntninfl  two  additional  HncB 
in  tho  Proloj;no,  in  tho  description  of  tho  Froro  ;  11.  252  6,  c. 
V<\\i  in  the  very  first  rcconpion  they  were  cut  o\it  or  omitted,  and 
thereforo  cannot  be  found  in  any  other  MS. 

When  onco  tho  antiquity  of  type  of  tho  Hengwrt  MS.  i« 
undoif-tood,  it  presentH  no  diniculty.  It  contain?,  in  fact,  ten 
groups  instead  of  eight,  owing  to  its  insulticiont  arrangement. 

Tho  statement,  juf»t  made,  that  tho  IToiigwrt  MS,  contains  ton 
groups  rcfpiiroR  explanation,  heoanso  it  sci-ms,  at  first  Bight,  to 
contain  twelve.  Hut  tho  fact  is  that  it  joinn  together  three  talo« 
which  were  afterwards  re-arrangod,  viz.  the  Squire,  the  Merchant, 
and  the  Franklin,  At  tho  end  of  the  Sqiiire'B  Tale,  wo  find  the 
Merchant's  I'rologuo  (F  07.'1  708),  which  is  joined  on  to  tho 
preceding  Sf|uire'H  Tnlo  by  tho  first  lino,  \\7..  "In  fnith,  Hquyer, 
thou  hast  thee  wel  y-quyt;"  and  the  same  arrangement  continues 
in  tho  Pctworth  scheme.  (Tho  ultimate  fato  of  what  i«  here 
called  tho  Merchant's  I'rologuo  will  bo  fully  explained  hereafter, 
when  we  como  to  speak  of  the  Petworth  MS.)  Once  more,  tho 
Merchant's  Talo  is  followed  by  Thn  Words  of  the  Host  to  the 
Franklin  (K  2419  2110)  and  by  fv  Franklin's  Prologuo  (F  1-8) 
and  tho  Franklin's  Talo.  This  reduces  tho  number  of  groups  to 
eleven  ;  but  it  is  really  only  t(>n,  as  group  7  haa  been  casually 
divided  into  two  parts. 

I  f.hi\ll  proceed  to  show  that  tho  chronological  order  of  tho 
types  of  tho  seven  chief  MSS.,  with  reference,  that  is  to  pay,  to 
their  contents  and  arrangement,  but  without  regard  to  tho  actual 
dates  when  those  individual  MSS.  wero  written,  is  as  follows: — 
Hongwrt,  an  nrclietype  ;  Petworth,  showing  tho  first  scheme  of 
iwrangCTnent ;  Cc^pus  and  I^ansdowne,  tho  second  ;  Ilarleian,  the 
third  ;  Kllosmero  and  Cambridge,  tlie  fourth  and  la»t.  In  the 
first  three  schemes,  M-e  find  Chaucer  himself  at  work,  making 
various  experiments.  In  tho  lant  scheme,  we  find  tho  work  of  ft 
careful  editor.  It  follows  that  tho  authoritative  type,  the  only 
one  which  Arranges  the  Tales  as  Chaucer  at  last  left  them,  is  the 
Harleian.     It  is   anything   but   final,   and   even   some   obvlona 
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mistakes  remaiu.  But  we  hava  no  authoniy  for  proceeding 
further. 

I  wish  to  state  expi-essly  that,  in  speakiDg  of  any  MS.  such  as 
the  Hengwrt,  I  do  not  refer  so  much  to  the  MS.  itmelf&s  to  its 
type  or  sclienie  of  arrangement.  Neither  do  I  in  any  way  interfere 
with  or  contradict  the  ari-angement  into  feren.  (jruuj)8,  as  deduced 
by  Dr.  Koch  from  the  readings  of  the  MSS.  in  the  extremely 
valuable  Introduction  to  his  edition  of  the  Pardoner's  Tale 
(Berlin,  1902).  A  group,  as  formed  by  MSS.  which  have  similar 
readings,  is  quite  a  different  thing  from  a  type  as  deduced  from 
the  order  in  which  the  Tales  are  arranged.  It  is  obvious  that  a 
type  may  include  two  or  more  groups. 

For  example,  Dr.  Koch  places  the  EUesmere  MS.  in  Group  1, 
and  tiie  Cambridge  MS.  in  tiroup  II ;  no  doubt,  correctly.  IJut 
the  arrangement  of  the  Tales  is  the  same  in  Ijoth. 


The  Scheme  of  the  Ohder  of   the    Cakteubury   Tales, 
according   to  tiie   petwuutu   ms. 

In  order  to  exhibit  the  arrangement  of  the  Canterbury  Tales 
as  concisely  as  possible,  it  is  best  to  adopt  the  notution  employed 
by  Dr.  Furnivall  in  the  Tables  of  MSS.  prefixed  to  his  Six-text 
edition  of  the  Tales.  I  merely  use  arabic  numerals  in  place  of 
his  roman  ones. 

The  chief  sets  are  as  follows  : — 1.  Prologue  ;  Knight ;  Miller  ; 
Reeve  ;  Cook, — 2.  Man  of  Law. — .'{.  Wife  ;  Friar  ;  Sompnour. — 
4a.  Clerk ;4i.  Merchant. — ^a.  Squire;  56.  Franklin. — G.  Doctor; 
Pardoner. — la.  Shipman  ;  Prioress  ;  Sir  Tliopas  ;  Melibee  ;  76. 
Monk;  Nun's  Priest. — 8rt.  Second  Nun;  86.  Canon's  Yeoman. — 
\)a.  Manciple ;  1)6.  Parson. 

Let  us  first  of  all  ascertain  the  order  of  the  Tales  in  the 
Hengwrt  MS.  According  to  the  above  list,  it  is  as  follows,  viz. 
1.  3.  76.  9«.  2.  5*/.  46.  56.  8rt.  4«.  G.  7«.  96.     See  pp.  2,  3. 

Moreover,  the  MS.  makes  it  quite  clear  that  76  was  destined 
to  succeed  la,  though  for  some  temporary  reason  it  was  placed 
earlier  in  this  particular  copy.  It  is  best  to  make  this  alteration 
at  once,  which  gives,  as  the  true  scheme  for  this  j\lS.,  the 
arrangement :— 1.  3.  9rt.  2.  5rt.  46.  56.  8rt.  \a.  6.  7.  96. 

We  see  that,  despite  the  apparent  di.sorder,  much  has  already 
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brpn  ncliiovod.  Tor  Group  1  contains  tho  Prolog<»o  and  4  Tnlen, 
nil  linked  topcthcr  ;  Oroiip  3  contnins  I)  Tnlos ;  Oronp  6  contninn 
2  Tftlcs  ;  nnd  (Jroup  7  no  loss  tlmn  (\  Talcs.  Xot  on''  of  thfte 
groupinrj^  v'a9  aftcrivanh  (lintiirhnil, 

Tho  noxt  schomo,  in  ohrnnolnpicnl  ordor,  is  ono  tlmt  nppoara  in 
innny  MSS.,  with  whirh  tho  Pet  worth  MS.  very  nearly  ngrccn. 
I  call  it  tho  Potworth  pcliome  for  convcnioncp,  tho\jgh  tho 
Potworth  ISIS,  itpolf  lm«  ono  urcIofh  deviation  from  tho  rest,  in 
tlmt  it  jdnccs  tho  Shipman  nnd  Prioress  in  front  of  the  Man  of 
Law  instead  of  nmking  them  form  part  of  (Jroup  7.  This 
jK'Culiarity  may  ho  neglected,  as  in  other  MSS.  of  the  name 
typo  ;  nnd  we  then  observe  the  order  of  Tnles  to  be  :  1.  2.  Drr.  46. 
3.  U.  r.6.  8.  0.  7.  9. 

In  Kpito  of  tho  great  apparent  difforenco  between  thii  nnd 
tho  Hengwrt  MS.,  it  in  poHsiblo  to  bring  tho  Hengwrt  Rcheme 
into  harmony  with  this  by  help  of  three  displacements  or 
removals.  Thus  tho  Hengwrt  MS.  has  the  order  above: — 1.  3. 
9fi.  2.  firt.  4/'.  C6.  8r/.  4fr.  0.  7.  06.  First  place  3  after  46  ;  thin 
gives:  1.  9a.  2.  Hn.  46.  3.  56.  8rr.  4a.  G.  7.  06.  Secondly,  place 
4a  befoio  hh^  nnd  9a  before  96.  Tiiis  gives: — 1.  2.  5'i.  46.  3.  4a. 
r)6.  8a.  0.  7.  Oa.  06;  which  is  the  Pctworth  order,  nil  but  86, 
which  has  Ptill  to  be  supplied.  We  know  from  the  first  line  of 
tho  Canon's  Yeoman's  Prologue,  that  it  was  written  to  follow  the 
Second  Nun  ;  nnd  when  (Jroup  8  was  thus  formed,  it  was  never 
nftevwnrils  disturbed. 

Tho  mere  shifting  of  detached  groups  is  of  course  of  no  value 
in  itself,  unless  it  leads  to  something  further.  Wo  have  therefore 
to  cnqin'ro  whether  anything  else  was  done  at  the  same  time. 
Wo  shall  see  presently  that  something  has  been  gained,  and  that 
fiomo  attempt  has  boon  made  towards  the  establishment  of  new. 
connexions. 

Tho  Potworth  sehemo  begins  with  1,  2.  Ha.  Observe  that 
most  of  tho  MSS.  of  this  typo  insert  tho  Tale  of  damelin  nfter 
(}r6up  1.  We  can  hardly  doubt  that  this  Tale  was  intended  to 
provide  materinl  for  a  future  Yeoman's  Tnlo ;  but  we  know,  to 
our  loss,  that  no  such  Tale  was  written. 

Lot  us  next  consider  the  eequence  2,  5a ;  tho  Man  of  Law  and 
tho  Squire.  In  the  Hengwrt  Bcheme  we  have  the  same  sequence, 
though  the  two  Tales  are  left  disconnecte<l.  But  In  the  Pet  worth 
sehemo  there  is  sn  attempt  to  join  them  tngptbpr  ;  nnd,  although 
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this  idea  was  afterwanls  abandoned,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
a  right  understanding  of  the  MSS.  that  we  should  strictly  look  to 
what  was  done. 

For,  if  wo  now  turn  to  tlie  end  of  the  Mnn  of  Law's  Tale,  we 
find  here  a  new  Squire's  Prologue,  of  which  the  Ilengwrt  MS. 
gave  us  no  hint.  It  merely  placed  the  Squiro's  Tale  next,  and 
nothing'  more,  lint  the  Petworth  MS.  has  the  rubric  : — "  Here 
endejf  |ie  tale  of  J)e  man  of  lawe;  And  here  bygynneji  ]h>  prologe 
of  the  Sqwiere;"  after  which  the  said  Prologiu*  follows,  ct)nsisting 
of  28  lines,  and  beginning  :  "  Oure  boost  vpon  his  stiropes  stood 
anon."  What,  we  may  well  ask,  was  the  ultimate  fate  of  this 
Prologue  1  Wo  notice,  at  onco,  that  it  occurs,  unaltered,  in  the 
Corpus  and  Lansdowne  MSS.  ;  which  furnishes  proof  positive, 
that  Chaucer  at  one  time  linked  the  Scjuire  on  to  the  ^lan 
of  Law,  and  meant  them  to  belong  to  the  same  group.  In 
the  Tables  above,  I  denote  this  'Squire's  Prologue  I'  by 
"m." 

We  shall  6nil,  hereafter,  that  Chaucer  formed  a  new  intention 
with  regard  to  the  Squire,  and  proposed  to  let  him  follow  tiio 
Merchant.  The  proof  of  this  must  be  deferred  for  the  present ; 
but  it  will  be  found  later  on  in  its  due  place.  After  forming  this 
new  intention,  ho  had  to  disconnect  what  he  had  at  this  time 
connected  ;  and  in  order  to  see  how  this  was  done,  we  turn  to 
11.  IJ  11G3-00  in  the  scheme  next  after  the  Lansdowne,  i.e.  in  the 
Harleian  .scheme,  and  we  there  find  an  exceedingly  strange  result. 
We  find  some  of  the  lines  indeed,  but  not  all;  the  28  Hues  have 
shrunk  to  22  (they  would  have  been  23  if  the  scribe  had  not 
missed  a  line). 

There  is  now  no  rubric  at  the  end  of  the  Clerk's  Tale.  There 
is  no  name  to  what  had  been  the  Squire's  Prologue,  and  it  ends 
suddenly,  with  the  rather  ab.surd  remark  ;  "  Here  endith  po 
man  of  lawe  his  tale,"  which  looks  like  a  wild  note  of  a  puzzled 
scribe.  But,  most  important  of  all,  we  now  no  longer  finil,  in 
B  1179,  the  remark — '' Selde  the  Sqwior" — as  in  Petw.,  Corp., 
and  Lansdowne;  but  only — *'Sayd»i  the  Sompnour."  Tiiat 
statement  can  hardly  have  come  from  Cluuicer,  since*  thi.s 
Prologue  8hould  properly  end  with-  -"  j»er  is  but  litel  Latyn  in 
my  mawe  ; "  whereas  wo  are  expressly  told  concerning  the 
Sompnour  that,  when  he  became  at  all  excited — "  Than  woldo  ho 
Kpeke    no    word   but   Ljityn."     And   of   course   the    Somnour's 
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Prolo^jno  oronrs  oIhowIioic,  not  only  in  tlio  llcngwrt  MS.  find  tlio 
rest,  bnt  in  tlio  llarloian  MS.  Itsolf. 

I  can  only  Buiiposo  tlmt  Cnnuoor,  rvftor  (li<»Rociatiiig  tlun 
Prolopno  from  tlio  Sqtnro,  Imnlly  know  wlint  to  do  with  it ;  r\nd, 
if  ho  loft  it  Htandiii;;,  m  in  i»OHhil)lo,  ho  loft  tho  name  of  it« 
^poakor  blank,  on  speculation.  If  ho  roally  thought  of  tho 
Soinpnour,  ho  at  onco  saw  tho  contradiction,  ko  that  thin  Prologue 
ceased  suddenly  with  1.  HHf),  in  the  middle  of  a  nentonco  ;  and 
waH  thus  practically  ahandoned.  It  wmr  either  loft  namelo's,  or 
was  given  up,  Tho  scriho  actually  omitted  G  linen  of  it,  and  ho 
ought  to  have  omitted  it  all. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  Piologue,  c.rrei)/  v/ten  it  in  n  Squive'n 
Pnifotjuf^  is  extremely  scnrco.  Dr.  Furnivall  has  tnken  the 
extreme  trouble  of  printing  this  Prologue  from  22  MSS.  Of 
these,  18  assign  it  to  tho  Squire;  3  only  to  the  Kompnoiu-,  vir.. 
tho  Ifurleian,  Hawl.  Misc.  ll.'b'l,  and  Uoyal  MS.  17  \)  xv  ;  and 
ono  only  to  the  Shipman,  viz.  Arch.  Sclden  li  14. 

On  the  strength  of  the  evidence  of  thin  last  MS.,  it  has  been 
cilled  tho  Shipman's  Prologue  and  much  has  been  made  of  it. 
It  is  obvioiis  that  it  was  assigned  to  the  Shipman  in  this  MS. 
for  no  other  reason  than  because  tho  Hhipman'ii  Talo  followed 
the  Mail  of  Law,  owing  to  tho  eccentric  arraogpment  (or 
disiirrangement)  of  tho  'J'ales  which  this  pcciiliar  MS,  oxhiliits. 
I  do  not  object  to  its  being  nmdo  into  a  Shipman's  Prologue, 
because,  as  ho  wants  a  Prologue  and  tho  Prologue  suits  him,  it  is 
the  best  thing  to  do  with  it.  Put  it  remains  clear,  nevertheless, 
that  if  wo  nro  to  go  by  evidence,  it  was  ni-ver  assigned  to  him 
by  Chaucor  himself,  but  only  by  this  single  scribe  and  by 
Tyrwhitt. 

The  discussion  of  tho  history  of  this  Prologue  has  been  a 
digro<tsi(>n;  and  it  is  far  better  to  consider  each  schemo  separately, 
and  ono  at  a  time.  I  have  digressed  in  this  instance  in  order  to 
show  that  tho  history  of  any  link  or  prologue  can  bo  traced,  and 
because  it  is  an  instance  presenting  some  difticulty.  Tho  result 
is,  briefly,  that  it  does  not  appear  in  the  Hcngwrt  ^IS.  ;  that,  in 
Petworth,  it  was  writlcn  as  a  Prologue  for  tho  Sijuiie,  and  ho 
remained  in  tho  Lnnsdowno  scheme;  that  in  the  next,  or  llarleian 
scheme,  the  Squire  was  otherwise  provided  for,  and  his  name  waa 
then  removed  from  the  Prologue,  leaving  it  nameless  and  useless, 
because  it  now  preceded  the  Wife  of  Biith  I     And  thia  is  why 
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it  rightly  disappeared  altogether  from  the  edited  MSS.  of  the 
Ellesuaere  type.     See  p.  103  of  the  priut  of  the  Harleian  MS. 

But  the  only  right  way  of  estimating  the  Petworth  typ«)  is  by 
taking  it  as  a  whole ;  and  this  I  now  proceed  to  do. 

There  are  certain  links,  which  require  distinct  symbols,  iu 
order  to  indicate  where  they  occur.  The  symbols  which  I  shall 
use  are  these. 

m  =  the  new  Squire's  Prologue  in  Petworth  (B  1163-1190). 

m  =  the  nameless  Prologue  in  the  Harleian  MS. ;  the  same 

lines,  but  with  a  different  function  ;  the    lines,  in 

fact,  which  y  have  just  discussed. 

n  =  the  Merchant's  Prologue  in  the  Hengwrt  and  Petworth 

schemes  (F  673-708)  ;  suppressed  in  Lansdowne. 
n  =  Words  of  the  Franklin  in  the  Harleian  ^  and  EUesmere; 

the  same  lines  as  ''  «,"  with  a  different  function. 
h  =  the  Host-stanza  of  7  lines  at  tlie  end  of   the   Clerk's 
Tale  in  the  Hengwrt  scheme ;  suppressed  inPetworth,- 
Lansdowne,  and  Harleian ;  nnd  needlessly  revived  iu 
EUesmere. 
X  +  J  =  the  Franklin's  Prologue  (x),  together  with  the  rest 
of    the    Franklin's    Prologue    (y),  in    the    Hengwrt 
and    Petworth    schemes ;    missing    in    Lansdowne ; 
(E  2419-2440;  and   F  1-8).     Strictly,   x  +  y   is  a 
single  set  of  lines,  but  the  .Si  ■;  ^  :\i   treats  them  as 
separable  quantities,  tliough   i. '     v>!iU   of   the   MSS. 
separates  them.^ 
X  +  1/  —  the     Squire's     Prologue     in     the     Harleian    and 
EUesmere  .schemes ;  the  same  lines  as   x  +  y,  with 
a  new  function. 
z  «  the  Clerk-Merchant  link   (E    1213-1244);  which   tirst 
appears  in  the  Harleian  scheme. 

*  These  '  Wonk  '  are  missing  in  tlio  llailciiinMS.,  because  eight  leaves  aio 
here  lost;  (but  as  I  show  below)  this  MS.  here  agrees  with  the  Ellt'siuere, 
and  the  lines  in  (question  were  iu  it  oiiginally.     Sec  p.  24. 

'■^  That  is  to  say,  in  most  of  the  MS.S.  of  this  typo  ;  but  it  occurs  in  Hail. 
7333,  Harl.  1758,  Royal  18  C  ii,  and  Barlow  20. 

*  The  connexion  of  x  and  y  is  strikingly  shown  iu  the  MSS.  which,  like 
fiarlow  20,  corruptly  turn  the  lines  E  2427-F  6  into  a  couple  of  seven-line 
stanzas,  to  follow  the  *' Host-stnnza ; "  and  make  can  rime  with  am.  See 
Specimens  prefixed  to  the  Six-text,  col.  54.  Tyrwhitt  says  that  these  lines 
are  in  none  of  the  old  editions,  nnd  tliat  he  was  the  first  to  print  them. 
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0  -  tho  Kjiilopiio  to  thp  Nun'n  Priest;  only  found  in  3  MSS.; 
ono  of  tho  Potworth  <ype,  and  two  of  tho  ElloNmere 
typo  ;  but  goniiino. 

With  thoRO  additiotis,  the  proper  description  of  the  Ileiigwrt 
typo  boroinrH ; — 

1.  3.  da.  2.  rut  n  V>  x  +  y  5i.  Hn.  \a  h.  0.  7.  96. 

Tiio   proper   description    of    tho    Petworth    type    beconien : — 
1.2  m  5rr  n  4i.  3.  4a  x  +  y  56.  H.  0.  7  e.  Oa  96. 

Tiii.H  HhowH  throe  ndditions,  viz.  m  (tho  Hipiire's  Prologue,  nd.  I), 
preco<li!ig  Ca  (the  S(|uiie) ;  e  (the  Nun's  PrieRt'n  Epilogue,  in 
one  My.) ;  and  86  (tho  Canon's  Yeomnn).  And  there  is  one 
HUpprossion,  viz.  of  h  (the  IIost-Btanza). 

Only  two  of  these  are  of  conseqiienco.  FirRt,  the  Pquire'n 
Prologue  I ;  it  forms  a  link  between  2  (Man  of  Law)  and  Cm  (the 
8quire)  ;  a  link  perfectly  real  and  intentional,  though  afterwards 
broken  through  and  loft  uscles?.  The  other  addition  is  that  of 
tho  Cunon'H  Yeomnn,  completing  Group  8. 

We  hhould  also  tako  notice,  that  the  suppression  of  tho  Hont- 
ntan7j«  made  it  oawior  to  link  tho  Clerk  (4*7)  to  something  else;  it 
i^  hero  linked  to  the  Franklin,  but  it  was  ultimately  linked  to 
tho  ^[crchant. 

Another  variation  requiring  immediate  attention  in  this.  The 
Manciple's  Ti\lo  is  now  moved  down  so  as  to  precede  tho  Parson, 
forming  and  completing  (Iroup  9.  As  thi<»  arrangement  was 
never  afterwards  disturbed,  wo  have  no  authority  for  dividing 
this  group  into  two  parts,  as  is  only  done  in  the  Hengwrt  MS. 
and  in  MHS.  in  which  tho  Tales  are  unarranged. 

Uehults. — Tho  Petworth  MS.  forms  two  new  groups,  both 
temporary,  viz.  Man  of  Law  and  Squire  nnd  Merchant,  and 
Clerk  and  Franklin;  and  one  new  jK?rinanent  group,  viz. 
Manciple  and  Parnon. 

IJy  far  the  most  important  characteristic  of  tho  MSS.  of  this 
typo  is  that  they  preserve  and  extend  a  group  which  had  already 
been  formed  in  tho  ITengwrt  MS.,  though  it  was,  in  the  very 
next  scheme,  destroyed.  This  is  the  one  expressed  by  6a  n  46  ; 
»".  f.  tho  Squire  Merchant  group,  linked  together  by  means  of  "  n," 
which  in  Hengwrt  and  Petworth  Is  called  the  Merchant'i 
Prologue  ;  and  now  further  linked  to  the  Man  of  Law.  When- 
ever we  find  this  arrangement,  viz.  "  Mnn  of  Law,  S-juire's 
Prologue,  S<itiire,  Merchant's  Prologue,  Merchant,"  we  may  be 
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quite  sure  ihut  wo  liave  before  ub  either  a  MS.  of  the  Petwortb 
type,  or  one  that  is  founded  upon  it  in  all  ossentiala. 

It  should  be  noted  that  this  ib  by  far  the  largest  class  of  MSS,, 
as  might  have  been  expected;  for  it  is  Chaucer's  first  •♦arranged" 
edition,  and  must  have  been  eagerly  sought  after.  Judging  by 
Dr.  Furnivall's  tables,  the  following  MSS.  belong  to  the  set,  viz. 
Petworth,  Harl.  7333,  Harl.  17.'>8,  Sloano  IGB.'),  Hoyal  17  D  xv, 
Koyal  18  C  ii,  Camb.  Urn.  2.  5,  Darlow  20,  Laud  73y,  New 
College,  and  Kawlinsou  Poet.  1-tO.  Probably  llatton  1,  llawl. 
Misc.  1133,  Camb.  Ii.  3.  2G,  Trin.  Coll.  Cam.  11.  3.  15,  and  the 
I.ichtield  MS.  are  founded  upon  M8.S.  of  the  Petworth  type. 

At  lea.st  four  of  these,  viz.  Petworth,  Sloane  1C85,  Koyal 
18  C  ii,  and  Laud  739  abruptly  end  the  Soiupnour's  Tale  with 
D  2158;  but  this  is  a  mere  defect,  as  the  Hengwrt  MS.  gives 
the  missing  portion.     See  Furnivall's  Temporary  Preface,  p.  24. 

The  Petworth  MS.  omit.s  the  stanza  in  E  1170-G;  so  also  do 
some  other  MSS.  of  this  ty^e,  as  Keg.  18.  C  .  ii,  SI.  1G85,  Hail. 
1758. 


The  Scheme  of  Tales  ix  the  Lansuowxe  MS. 

The  two  good  MSS.  known  as  the  Corpiis  and  Laii.sdowne 
!MSS.,  show  an  arrangement  of  the  Tales  which  does  not  differ 
much  from  the  preceding  or  Petworth  scheme,  from  which  it  is 
easily  evolved.  That  the  alteration  was  intentional  appears  from 
the  fact  that  there  is  at  least  one  coni'itlerable  improvement. 

1  first  repeat  the  Petworth  echeme,  viz. — 

1.  2  m  5a  n  ib.  3.  ia  x  +  y  bb.  8.  6.  7  e.  1). 

From  this  the  Lausdowne  scheme  is  easily  evolved.  All  that 
it  does  is  to  suppress  "n"  and  "  e,"  and  to  place  46  after  4*i. 
Hence  the  Lansdowne  scheme  is — 

1.  2  m  5rt.    3.  4a.  46.  [x  +  y]  56.  8.  G.  7.  9. 

The  suppression  of  "  n,"  which  was  temporary,  enabled  its 
function  to  be  changed,  as  the  Harleian  scheme,  in  which  it 
reappears,  will  demonstrate. 

The  great  gain  was  the  formation  of  the  new  group  4a.  46.  or 
4a6 ;  that  of  the  Clerk-Merchant.  This  was  so  satisfactory 
that,  in  the  next  scheme,  a  new  and  indissoluble  link  (z)  was 
expressly  written  to  connect  them.  The  sequence  4a  z  46  then 
became  Group  4. 
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Tho  only  other  point  that  calls  for  remark  is  the  ReKjuonco  : 
x  +  y  06  (tho  Franklin's  Prologue  and  Talc). 

If  wo  turn  to  what  was  at  that  timo  a  Franklin's  Prologue 
(x  +  y),  as  in  Pctworth,  viz.  E  2419-2440  und  F  1-8,  we  do 
not  find  it  in  tho  Corpus  and  Lanndowno  MHS.  Put  it  does  not 
follow  that  it  was  supprc><sod  ;  for  it  so  happens  that  in  both 
thnso  M8S.  and  in  Sloano  1686  the  procodinj?  MerchantV  Tale 
his  been  mutilated  at  tho  end,  which  might  account  for  the 
omission  otherwise.  All  that  wo  can  say  for  certain  is  that  this 
passage  was  not  lost,  for  it  reappears  in  tho  next  schcrae,  in 
which  it  still  follows  tho  Merchant's  Tale,  though  it  performs  a 
new  function. 

Uksci.ts  :  Tho  old  Man-of-Ijftw-Squiro  group,  connected,  as  in 
Petworth,  by  "  ra,"  remains  unaltered.  Hy  tho  PupprGssion  of 
"  n,"  the  temporary  junction  of  5rt  (Hfpiire)  with  46  (Merchant) 
was  definitely  dissolved.  By  the  placing  of  46  (Merchant)  im- 
mediately after  ia  (Clerk),  a  good  preparation  was  raado  for  the 
cstfiblishment  of  a  permanent  Group  4.  There  aio  at  least  thre« 
MSS.  of  this  type,  viz.  Corpus,  Ijansdowne,  and  Hloane  1686. 

I  add  a  note  that  Petworth  accidentally  omits  B  3764,  and 
F  1147-8.  It  shouM  be  noticed  that  the  very  same  linos  are 
absent  from  both  Corpus  and  Jiinsdowne.  Hce  other  examples 
of  omissions  below,  at  pp.  33-36. 


THK   HciIRME  OF    TUB  TaLKS    ACCOIIDINO   TO   THE   HAnr.KIAN    MS. 

Tho  Ijansdowne  scheme  was  shown  to  be  as  follows — 

1.  2  m  5a.  3.  4a.  46.  [x  +  y]  06.  8.  6.  7.  9. 
The  ITarlpian  scheino  results  from  this  chiolly  by  help  of  one 
shifting,  vi/,.  that  of  Da  so  as  to  follow  46.  At  the  same  time, 
the  functions  of  "  m"  and  "  x  4-  y  "  were  changed  (becoming  m 
and  X  +  ♦/) ;  the  link  "  i  "  appears  for  the  first  timo  ;  and  "  n  " 
reappears  as  ». 

The  resultant  scheme  is — 

1.  2  m.  3.  4a  z  46  X  +  y  Ba  n  66.  8.  6.  1.  9. 
Tho  results  are  interesting  and  important,  and  are  again  due  to 
the  author.     I^ot  us  examine  them  in  order. 

First,  as  to  "m."     In  the  last  scheme,  this  was  the  Squire's 
Prologue,  connected  with  the  preceding  Man  of  Law  ;  it  has  now 
Ev.  Cant.  o 
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become  a  luimeless  or  discarded  Prologue,  and  was  either  to  be 
dropped  or  to  be  used  in  a  new  connexion.  It  was  reduced  to 
this  condition  by  the  shifting  down  of  5a  ;  but  whatever  loss 
accrued  from  its  abandonment  was  more  than  compensated  for 
elsewhere. 

As  I  have  already  said  at  p.  13,  Dr.  Furnivall  has  printed  a  largo 
collection  of  specimens,  no  less  tlmn  twenty-two,  of  this  *'  Man- 
of-Law's  Knd-Link."  Of  these,  as  many  as  eighteen  have  tlie 
reading  Sciuire  (proving  that  it  is  a  reading  not  to  l>e  overlooked) ; 
only  three  (the  llarleian,  llawl.  Misc.  1133,  and  Koyal  17  IJ  xv) 
read  Sompnour ;  and  only  one  (Arch.  Selden  B.  14)  has  Shipniau. 
If  we  remove  the  name  of  the  hwiuire,  we  have  the  Sompnour  and 
the  Shipmiin  to  choose  between.  I  have  said  that  it  is  most 
likely  that  Chaucer  left  a  blank  in  place  of  any  name,  and  that 
these  names  were  supplied  by  the  scribes.  A  contradiction  is 
avoided  in  the  Harleiau  MS.,  by  leaving  this  Prologue  incomplete  ; 
it  stops  short  at  the  end  of  li  1185  without  completing  the 
sentence.  On  the  other  hand,  the  reading  "  Shipumn "  would 
suit  very  well,  and  was  actually  adopted  by  Tyrwliitt,  whom 
Dr.  Furnivall  has  here  followed.  Yet  only  one  MS.  has  this 
reading,  and  at  the  same  time  makes  the  Shipman's  Tale  come 
next  in  order ;  whereas  the  Harleian  MS.,  the  be^t  authority, 
makes  eleven  Tales  interveue  between  this  Prologue  and  the 
♦Sliipmau,  showing  that  the  idea  of  using  it  as  a  Shipman's 
Prologue  could  never  have  occurred  to  Chaucer.  The  fact  that 
no  tinal  arrangement  was  ever  arrived  at  by  the  author  is  thus 
clearly  emphasised.  The  Harleian  MS.  practically  pre-iurvt'S  a 
now  nameless  or  an  abandoned  prologue  after  the  Man  of  Law. 

Next,  as  to  the  seciuence  4a  z  46.  Here  4rt  is  the  Clerk's 
Tale,  and  ib  is  the  Merchant's  Tale.  Tliey  are  now  for  the  first 
time  connected  by  tho  excellent  and  well-known  lines,  beginning 
"  Weping  and  wailing,  care,  and  other  sorwe"  (E  1213-1244). 
That  this  was  a  satisfactory  and  final  arrangement  is  obvious ; 
and  no  more  need  be  said,  unless  it  be  worth  while  to  add 
that,  as  far  as  the  external  evidence  goes,  this  was  the  latest 
addition  to  the  Canterbury  Tales.  It  wholly  superseded  the 
**  Host-stanza." 

The  t>eijuence  x  +  y  ou  n  5b.  requires  especial  attention  and 
respect.  It  is  a  great  improvement.  Hitherto,  "x  -f  y"  had 
been  a  Franklin's   Prologue  (E  2419-2440,  and  F  1-8).     It   is 
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oallod  in  tlio  .Sixtoxt  a  Morclirxnt'H  Knil-liiik  t\\v\  n.H<\ymo'f\  Houd- 
link,  and  is  nrhitrarily  divided  into  two  parts.  This  ftrl)itrary 
division  is  against  all  tlio  evidonco,  for  the  MSS.  always  keep 
tlicm  togctlipr.  What  had  onco  boon  a  Franklin's  Prologuo 
^hen  tho  Franklin  followed  the  Merchant  or  the  Clerk  has  now 
become  a  Squire'R  Prologuo  following  tho  Merchant.  It  iH  only 
tlio  function  of  tho  lines  that  has  changed,  but  not  thoir  position 
or  their  use.  Tho  objort  in  all  tho  schemes  was  to  link  tho 
Merchant  (or,  in  the  Petworth  scheme,  tho  Clerk)  to  whatever 
followed  ;  and  wo  mttst  beware  of  deciding  against  Chaucer's  own 
handiwork,  in  a  case  where  he  has  taken  all  necessary  pains. 
When  we  come  to  considei-  Oa  n  Hft,  we  fiml  that  n  is  a  now  form 
of  ••  n,"  which  was  a  Merchant's  Prologue  in  Hengwrt  and 
Petworth.  It  was  siippresscd  or  is  missing  in  Lansdowne,  but 
in  tho  Harleian  it  forms  a  connexion  between  the  Squire  and 
tho  Franklin,  which  are  now  joined  together.  This  completes 
^Jroiip  5. 

Hfhui.ts. — The  old  Squire's  Prologuo  has  been  dissociated  from 
the  Squire.  Tho  now  link  •' z  "  now  connects  tho  Clerk  with 
the  Merchant,  and  consolidates  Group  4.  The  old  Franklin's 
Prologue  (x  4-  y)  has  become  a  Squire's  Prologue,  following 
Group  4;  and  tho  link  n  connects  5a  and  6^,  an<l  completes 
Group  5.  "Moreover,  Groups  4  and  5  are  really  connected,  as 
has  boon  shown  ;   so  that  (Jroups  4  and  H  are  really  on^. 

This  ITnrloian  scheme  is  the  latest  one  that  shows  Chaucer's 
hand.  In  it,  he  succeeded  in  reducing  tho  sequence  4a  z  46 
X  +  1/  t)a  n  Hb  into  one  compact  whole,  which  we  may 
denote  by  4  +  5.  Tho  pcheme,  in  fact,  can  bo  briefly  expressed 
by  :  1.  2  m.  3.  4  4-  5.  8.  6.  7.  9.  j  forming  eiffht  Groups  only. 
By  m  is  meant  the  nameless  or  abandoned  Prologue,  once  a 
Squire's,  ^hich  can  hardly  be  said  to  belong  to  the  scheme 
at  all. 

It  is  remarkable  that  this  the  final  scheme,  as  far  as  Chaucer 
is  concerned,  is  also  the  scarcest.  I  hare  a  note  that  the  same 
order  of  Tales  appears  in  one  of  the  printed  editions,  v\z.  that 
by  Wynkyn  de  Worde,  in  1498.  MS.  Laud  600  is  somewhat 
like  it,  but  absurdly  places  2  between  4a  and  46. 
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The  ScuEyK  of  the  Order  of  tub  Canteruuuy  Tales 

ACCORDING    TO    THE    ElLESMERB    AND    CAMBRIDGE    MSS. 

The  order  of  Tales  in  the   Ilarleian  MS.  has   become   much 
simpler;  it  gives  us  8  Groups  in  the  following  order,  viz. — 
1.2.3.4  +  5.8.6.7.9. 

The  Ellesmere  MS.  alters  the  order  to  the  following,  viz. — 
1.  2.  3.  4  +  5.  6.  7.  8.  9. 

It  remains  to  collate  the  Harleian  and  Ellesmere  MSS, 
throughout,  to  see  if  there  is  any  difference  beyond  the  above 
unimportant  shifting. 

We  shall  find  a  few  points  of  dififereuce,  all  of  which  can  be 
best  explained  by  supposing  that  the  Ellesmere  M8.  presents  an 
"edited  "  text,  i.e.  one  due  to  some  scribe  or  editor,  and  not  to 
the  author  himself ;  whereas  there  is  no  reason  why  Chaucer  did 
not  himself  suggest  or  authorise  all  the  schemes  that  precede  it ; 
to  the  exclusion,  of  course,  of  all  such  MSS.  as  fail  to  represent 
such  schemes  faithfully.  Only  Chaucer  couKl  have  reduced  a 
long  sequence  into  the  single  group  4  +  5,  at  the  same  time 
adding  the  fine  lines  in  E  1213-1244. 

It  is  simplest  to  copy  Mr.  Bradshaw's  remarks,  and  to  explain 
their  meaning.  "Marks  of  un  Edited  Text  of  the  Canterbury 
Tales  : — Gamelyn  cut  out.  Link  after  Man  of  Law  cut  out. 
Host-stanza  inserted.  Second  Nun  and  Canon's  Yeoman  shunted 
down  late.  Modern  instances  in  Monk's  Tale,  at  tbe  end." — 
Furnivall,  Temporary  Preface,  p.  24.  To  which  we  may  add — 
revival  of  the  Nun's  Priest's  Epilogue. 

1.  Gamelin.  This  tale  is,  of  course,  not  Chaucer's,  but  he 
doubtless  intendeJ  to  employ  the  material  for  his  Yeoman's 
Tale,  and  it  was  convenient  to  have  a  copy  at  hand.  It  was 
not  in  the  llengwrt  MS.,  but  appears  in  the  Petworth,  Luns- 
downe,  and  Harleian  schemes  alike.  I  conclude  that  the 
material  was  thus  kept  in  hand  for  possible  use  ;  but  a  careful 
editor,  understanding  how  matters    stood,  would  rightly  omit  it. 

2.  Link  after  Man  of  Law.  This  refers  to  the  now  so-called 
Sliipman's  Prologue  (B  11G3-1190).  It  had  once  been  a  Sijuire's 
Prologue,  as  in  the  Petworth,  Corpus,  aud  Lansdowne  MSS. 
But  when,  in  the  Harleian  scheme,  the  Squire  was  placed  further 
on  aud  joined  to  the  Franklin,  it  became,  as  I  have  explained 
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at  p.  13,n  iminolr?><«  Prolngvio.  It  is  8uit(\1)lo  for  the  Shipmftn,and 
ono  MS.  nlnnc  pnpsosKPH  n.  rubrio  that  so  cf\\h  it.  But  thoro  in 
no  pri)of  whatever  (hut  clear  proof  to  the  contrary)  that 
Chftucor  put  it  to  any  u«o  l»ini«elf ;  nnd  a  careful  editor  might 
well  1)0  justified  in  omitting  it. 

',\.  Ifo^t-Btaiiza  inserted.  This  lIoRt-stanza  in  the  genuine 
single  Rlanza  of  soven  lines  which  appeared  at  the  end  of  the 
Clerk's  Tiilo  in  the  Hongwrt  MS.  and  in  sonio  of  the  MSS.  of 
the  Pctworth  type,  but  was  Ruperseded  by  the  Prologue  of 
the  Merchant's  Tale  in  the  Harleian  scheme  {K  1213-1244). 
It  was  therefore  a  mistake  to  preserve  it  ;  but  no  doubt  this 
was  done  because  it  was  scon  to  be  genuine. 

4.  Second  Nun  and  Canon's  Yeoman  shunteil  down ;  t.  e. 
(iroup  8  placed  between  7  and  0,  whereas  in  all  previous 
Rchemos  it  had  occ\tpied  a  position  between  5  and  6.  Nothing 
was  gained  by  this  ;  it  was  a  matter  of  no  consequence.  I  have 
suggested  below  (at  p.  22)  an  editorial  reason  for  doing  it. 

D.  Modern  instances  in  the  Monk's  Tale  placed  at  the  end. 
It  can  hardly  be  do»ibtc<l  that  Chaucer's  first  draught  of  the 
IMonk'fl  Talo  did  not  include  the  four  examples,  viz.  of  the  two 
IVdros,  of  Visconti,  and  of  Ugolino  of  I'isa,  which  are  q>iite 
distinct  from  the  rest.  Hut  he  was  afterwards  moved  to  com- 
|>ose  tliese,  and  naturally  mlded  them  q>iito  at  the  end  ;  as  the 
Ilengwrt  MS.  so  distinctly  shows  us.  Hut  when  in  the  Potworth 
Rchomo,  Chauopr  added  20  new  lines  (H  .31)01  HO)  to  the  Nun's 
Priest's  Prologue,  ho  made  a  pointed  allusion  in  H  3972 — "  He 
ppak  how  Fortune  couered  was  with  a  clowd  " — to  what  had  nuce 
(l)cforo  the  addition  of  the  modern  instances)  been  the  last 
line  of  the  Monk's  Tale;  and  he  easily  set  the  matter  riglit 
by  lifting  up  those  four  short  lives  to  an  earlier  position  in 
the  Tale.  This  arrangement  was  meant  to  be  final,  and  is  found, 
accordingly,  in  the  JjanRilowno  and  Harleian  schemes.  But  the 
editor  of  the  Kllesmero  type  of  MSS.  actually  put  this  wrong 
again,  evidently  in  order  to  airango  the  lives  so  ns  to  assume 
a  chronological  order.  We  can  understand  his  obvious  motive ; 
but  we  see  at  the  same  time  that  the  arrangement  was  not 
Chaucer's  own,  as  nil  the  preceding  arrangement*  had  been. 
Chaucer  no  longer  superintended  his  work,  so  that  the  Ellcsmere 
arrangement  was  naturally  the  latest.  Of  course  other  arrange- 
ments are  found,  but  they  are  all  unauthorised  and  usually  due 
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to  a  mixture  of  types.  Theve  are,  ixa  it  were,  live  authorised 
collections;  the  Ilengwrt,  the  Petworth,  the  Laiiddowne,  the 
llarleiau,  and  the  EUesmere;  four  of  them  duo  tt»  the  author 
(though  the  Jirst  was  meant  to  be  for  purely  jH'icate  and 
temporary  u.se,  and  was  imperfectly  arranged)  and  the  tifth  to  a 
re;isonable  editor.  MSS.  that  represent  none  of  the^e  types  need 
not  he  ros|)ectcd  for  the  purpose  oi  arranging  Iho  Tales,  however 
valuable  their  readings  may  well  happen  to  bo. 

Uefore  concluding  this  notice  of  the  Ellesmere  MS,,  I  must 
add  that  MS.  C'amb.  Dd.  4.  24  and  MS.  Addit.  5140,  which  are 
botli  of  the  Ellesmere  tyjK',  revive  the  scarce  Epilogue  to  the 
Nun's  Priest's  Tale,  which  is  only  otherwise  known  as  l)oing 
found  in  MS.  Royal  17  D  xv,  which  ap[)ears  to  be  of  the 
Petworth  type.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Chaucer  meant  it  to  bo 
suppressed. 

I  would  also  suggest  that  the  apparently  meaningless  .shifting 
down  of  Group  8  probably  arose  from  the  notion  of  i)lacing  the 
mention  of  Boughton-under-lilee  (Ci  55G)  nearer  to  that  of  the 
Blee  in  H  3.  This  was  a  natural  thing  for  an  editor  to  do, 
especially  if  he  had  not  really  seized  the  fundamental  idea  that 
the  llarleian  scheme  was  so  far  from  being  tinal,  and  even  from 
any  approach  to  being  tinal,  that  there  was  nothing  really  to 
be  done  but  to  let  it  alone.  If  anything  is  to  be  done  to  it 
at  all,  it  is  with  regard  to  m,  the  nameless  Prologue.  It  is 
absolutely  useless  where  it  is  ;  but  might  serve  for  a  Ship- 
man's  Prologue,  if  it  be  clearly  understood  that  such  a  use  is 
entirely  unauthorised. 

Other  MSS.  of  the  Ellesmere  typo  are  Camb.  Dd.  4.  24,  and 
Addit.  5140.  MSS.  Camb.  Gg.  4.  27  and  liodley  G8G  are  closely 
allied. 


COAIPARISON    OF    THE   Tvi'ES. 

Now  that  each  scheme  has  been  considered  separately,  it  may- 
be useful  to  repeat  them  in  order.     I  omit  the  Tale  of  Gamelin. 

Hengwrt  :  1.  3.  lb*.  Qa.  2.  5a  n  4ix  +  y  56.  8a.  4«  h.  6.  la.  96. 
(unarranged).     See  pp.  10,  15. 

A.  Petworth  :  1.2  m  5rt  n  46.  3.  4o  x  +  y  56.  8.  6.  7(e).  9.    P.  15. 

B.  Laxsuowne  :1.2m  5«.  3  4«.  46.  [x  +  y]  56.  8.  6.  7.  9.     P.  16» 
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(J.   UAiir.EiAv :  1,  2  »».  H.  \a  t  4h  x  +  »/  H^i  /»  5^).  H.  6.  7.  9.     Noto 

that  4rt  z  4/j  >•  +  ,v  r»rf  H  r»A  Kiinply  make  up  4  +  T).     There 

nro  only  8  ^Moiips  ;  wliich  (')mittinp  m)  may  bo  written 

Hiniply  as  :   1,'^2.  3.  4,  D.  P.  (\.  7.  0,     Soo  p.  17. 

C*.   Ki.r,KSMKnR  :  1.  2.  3.  ia  (h)  z  46  5.  0.  7*  (e).  8.  0  ;  or  (omitting 

h  nnd  o) :  1.2.  3.  4,  5.  G.  7*.  8.  0.     Sro  p.  20. 

'Vho  nioaninj;>»  of  tho  "symbolH  nrc  lioro  ropratod,  an  folh^ws  • 
1  (Pinloi^Mip,  Knipht,  Millor,  Reovp,  Codk) ;  2  (Man  of  Law); 
.'I  (Wife,  Frinr,  Sonipnour) ;  4"  (('Icrk);  Ah  (Mcrcliant) ;  5a 
(Squire);  56  (Franklin);  (\  (Doctor,  Pardoner);  7  (Sliipman, 
Priorcs",  Sir  Tliopa*;,  Mrlihoe,  Monk,  Nnn'n  Prio<»t) ;  7*  (tho 
M  uo,  hut  with  a  wionj;  rhanpe  of  order  in  the  Monk's  Tule) ; 
Sft  (.Second  Nun);  86  (Canon's  Yeoman);  On  (Manciple);  96 
(Parson). 

Also :  ni  (old  Squire's  Prologue),  chan^'cil  to  />»  (tianieless 
Prologue);  n  (old  Merchant's  Prologue),  changed  to  n  (Word««  of 
tho  Franklin);  x  +  y  (Merchant's  Find-link  and  Franklin's  Head- 
link,  really  a  Franklin's  Prologue),  chnnsed  to  r  +  »/  (Merchant's 
Knd-link  nnd  Squire's  Head-link,  really  a  Squiro's  Prolo;,'ue) ; 
h  (Ifost-stanza  after  f'lerk)  ;  z  (new  (.'lerk-Meichant  link); 
0  (Nun's  Priest's  Kpilngnc). 

As  the  Hurleiim  MS,  affords  tho  only  ttfitfi'>i'lMt''f  order,  it  is 
host  to  givo  it  in  words:  1  (Prologue,  Knight,  Millor,  Heove, 
Cook) ;  2  (Man  of  Iaw);  hi  (nameless  Prologue)  ;  .*?  (Wife,  Friar, 
Sotnpnour) ;  4,  5  (Clerk,  Merchnnt,  Squire,  Franklin);  8  (Second 
Nun,  Cnnon's  Ycomnn)  ;  fi  (Doctor,  I'ardoner)  ;  7  (Sjiipman, 
Prioress,  Sir  Thopa-!,  Melihce,  ^fonk,  Nun's  Prio^t) ;  9  (Manciple, 
Parsoti). 

In  the  Six-text,  these  grovips  corj-ospond  to  A;  M  1-1 IHJ; 
m  (B  11G3-1190);  D;  K,  F  ;  O  ;  C  ;  IU191-4«;JG;  H,  I.  Only 
H  groups,  not  9  ;  since  K  is  joined  to  F,  and  H  to  I. 

A  more  correct  arrangement  would  have  been:  A;  B  (P  1-1162); 
C(D);  D  (K,  F);  E  (d) ;  F  (C) ;  0  (P  1191-4^.^P);  H  (H,  I.) 

It  is  right  to  add  that,  thoiigh  the  Harleian  MS.  gives  tho 
right  order,  i.e.  as  far  as  order  went,  it  is  a  bad  specimen  of  its 
type,  and  has  lost  several  lines.  These  are  :  A  2013-2018,  2039, 
2958,  4355,  4358,  4375-0,  4415  22;  D  417,  1175,  1180-00; 
D  675-584,  605-12,  019-020,  717-20;  E  2366-7;  gnp  in  iht 
.IAS'.,  F  617-1223;  F  1465-6,  1493-8;  G  166,  210-216;  C  299, 
300,  305-6,  478-9  ;  B  1365,  1376-9,  2263-4,  2265,  2433,  2446, 
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2526,  2623-4,  2647.  2709,  2731,  2742,  2754,  2855,  3035,  3213-20, 
4136-7,  4479-80 ;  not  coubidering  omihsiiius  in  the  Parson's  Tale. 
The  only  omission  that  here  culls  for  comment  is  the  gap  of  8  leaves 
at  the  end  of  E  and  the  beginning  of  F ;  for  I  huvo  suid  above 
(p.  14,  note)  thiit  E  and  F  are  here  conjoined.  Foitunately,  this 
admits  of  proof ;  for  the  arrangement  must  have  been  precisely 
the  same  as  in  the  Ellesmere  MS.,  by  help  of  which  we  know 
that  the  number  of  misaing  lines  (F  617-1223)  is  608;  and  as 
euch  leaf  of  the  Harleian  MS.  usually  contains  76  lines,  eight 
such  leaves  would  contiin  608  lines  also ;  showing  complete 
coincidence  between  these  MSS.  at  this  point. 

By  help  of  the  tables  which  1  have  now  given,  it  is  easy  to 
state  the  exact  origin  and  ultimate  fate  of  every  grouping  and 
of  every  link.     Such  a  history  1  proceed  to  supply. 


History  of  the  Gkoups. 

Group  1.  Never  altered:  the  Cook's  Tale  was  never  finished; 
and  the  Yeoman's  Tale,  founded  upon  the  Tale  of  Camelin,  was 
never  written. 

Group  2  (Man  of  I^w).  This  depends  on  the  history  of  "  m." 
In  the  Hengwrt  MS.  the  Squire  follows,  but  there  is  mere 
juxtaposition;  the  Squire  is  not  linked  to  the  Man  of  Law. 
But  in  Petworth  a  new  link  was  written  to  connect  these 
Tales,  entitled  a  Squire's  Prologue,  and  produced  a  Man-of-Law- 
Squire-Merchant  group.  In  the  Lansdowne,  the  Merchant  was 
dropped.  But  in  the  Harleian  the  Squire  was  placed  after  the 
Merchant  and  before  the  Franklin,  and  linked  to  both  of  them, 
whilst  the  Man  of  Law  now  stood  alone.  This  destroyed  the  value 
of  m ;  it  became  m  (a  nameless  Prologue),  and  Tyrwhitt  proposed 
to  assign  it  to  the  Shipman,  as  is  accidentally  done  in  a  siogle 
MS.  which  is  ill  arranged. 

Group  3  (Wife,  <kc.).  Always  a  distinct  group  in  every 
scheme. 

Groups  4  and  5  (Clerk,  Merchant,  Squire,  Franklin).  Heng^vrt 
has  5a.  n.  46.  x  +  y.  6b;  i.  e.  Squire,  Merchant,  Franklin,  in  a 
single  group  ;  the  Merchant  being  linked  by  "  n,"  at  this  time  a 
Merchant's  Prologue,  to  the  Squire ;  and  linked  by  "  x  +  y," 
n  Merchant's  End-link  and  Franklin's  Head-link  (more  correctly 
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ft   Frftnklin's   rrologue)  to  tlio  Frnnklin.     IJut   4a,   the  Clork, 
Btaiulfl  ftlonp,   after  8a  {Second  Nun). 

In  rctworth,  6n.  n.  ih  icnminB,  i.e.  we  hnve  »«till  A  Sfjuirc- 
Morchftnt  group ;  but  it  is  now  linked  to  2  prcrcding  it,  and 
tho  new  proijp  is  a  Man-of-LAW-Sq\iiro-Mcrclmnt  group.  At 
the  same  time,  the  Clork  precedes  The  Franklin's  Prologuo 
(K  2419-2410,  F  1-8)  and  Talo ;  and  is  linked  to  it  by  peculiar 
readings  in  E  2420  and  E  2425.  In  tho  former  of  these  lines, 
tho  phrase  "  euel  wy  ves "  alludes  to  tho«o  addressed  in  the 
Envoy  to  the  Clerk's  Tale.  Other  MSS.  rightly  have  "  swiche  a 
wyf,"  hooaufio  in  them  tho  alhnion  is  to  the  wife  mentioned  in 
tho  Merchant's  Tale.     As  to  E  2425,  see  pp.  32,  33. 

In  binsdowne,  wo  have  only  a  Man-of-Law-Squire  group. 
Tho  Merchant  is  placed  after  the  Clerk,  btit  there  is,  as  yet,  no 
Clerk-Morchnnt  link.  This  gives  tho  arrangement:  Man-cf-I>\w. 
Squire  ;  Group  3  ;  Clork  ;  Merchant ;  Frnnklin.  Whether  the 
Merchant  was  linked  to  the  Franklin  we  cannot  say ;  for  the 
Merchant's  Tale  is  mutilated  at  the  end  in  all  of  the  three  MSS. 
of  this  type. 

In  the  Harleian,  the  Man  of  Law  is  severed  from  the  Bquire, 
and  becomes  a  group  by  itself ;  at  tho  same  time,  the  old  F^quire's 
Prologue  becomes  useless. 

Cut  the  Clerk-ATorchant  group  is  definitely  formed  by  help  of  a 
new  Clerk-Merchant  link  ;  thus  making  groiip  4  complete.  At 
the  same  time,  group  5  has  been  placod  after  it ;  so  that  the 
«equonco  now  becomes  Clerk-Merchant-Squire-Franklin,  all  fairly 
linked  together.  For  the  very  same  Fnmklin's  Prologuo  (x  +  y 
=  E  2419-2440,  F  1-8),  which  was  used  in  Pctworth  to  siiccecd 
the  Clerk,  now  becomes  a  Sqtiiro's  Prologue,  succeeding  the 
Merchant.  This  is  a  point  which  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
follow  in  the  Six-text  edition,  because  tho  head-lines  above  these 
lines  (E  2419-2440,  F  1-8)  are  not  suitable  to  all  the  MSS. 
Thus  the  Petworth  extract  is  named,  at  p.  476,  the  "  Merchant's 
End-link,"  and  at  p.  478,  the  "  Squire's  Head-link,"  though  the 
MS.  Bays,  at  the  Wginuing,  "The  prologe  of  the  Fraunkeleyn," 
and  at  the  end,  "  Here  endeth  the  prologe  of  the  Fraunkeleyn  ;" 
and  it  haa  nothing  to  do  with  either  the  Merchant  or  the  Squire. 
That  it  cannot  be  a  "  Merchant's  End-link "  appears  from  the 
fact  that  the  preceding  Tale  is  that  of  the  Clerk.  Of  coarse 
these  verj  useful  titles  or  headlines — such  as  the  "  Merchant'i 
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Eud-liuk  " — aro  inteuileJ  for  general  jmrposes,  without  referring 
to  the  poculiiiritie.s  of  each  particular  M.S.  ;  and  I  only  note  that 
the  title  given  does  not  always  apply,  in  order  to  warn  the  reader 
tluit  it  is  best  to  refer  to  the  tables  at  pp.  2,  3. 

Group  6  (Doctor,  Pardoner)  is  independent  of  the  rest. 

CJroup  7  (Sliipman,  Prioress,  Sir  Thojus,  Melibot*,  Monk,  Nun's 
Priest)  is  really  all  one,  and  well  linked  together.  But  it  will  bo 
found  that,  in  several  MSS.,  the  continuity  of  the  group  is  broken, 
owing  to  the  irresponsibility  of  scribes. 

By  the  symbol  7*  I  mean  that  the  four  "  modern  instances  " 
in  the  Monk's  Tale  coino  at  the  end  t>f  the  Tale.  This  happens 
only  iu  the  Hengwrt  iMS.  and  in  MSS.  of  the  EUesmero  type  ; 
perliaps  tliero  are  just  a  few  cxceplious.. 

Ciroup  8  (Second  Nun,  Canon's  Yeoman)  is  iiiconi])leto  in  tho 
Hengwrt  MS. ;  in  all  the  rest  it  is  complete  and  self-contained. 

Group  9  (Manciple,  Parson)  is  really  but  one  group.  The  two 
Tales  were  at  first  separate,  as  in  the  Hengwrt  MS.,  but  were 
soon  afterwards  joined  together,  and  so  remained. 

The  rather  numerous  complications  are  really  due  to  the  shift- 
ing function  of  tho  links  ;  and  the  results  can  only  be  shown  at 
once  by  means  of  tables. 


Genuine  Bejected  Lines. 

It  will  be  seen  that,  iu  tho  course  of  his  work,  Chaucer  had 
occasion  to  reject  some  of  tho  lines  which  he  had  once  intro- 
duced. The  chief  examples  are:  (1)  the  Host-stanza,  superseded 
by  the  Harleian  Clerk-Merchant  link;  (2)  the  Jirst  Squire's 
Prologue,  which  should  not  have  appeared  in  the  Harleian  MS., 
where  it  is  wrongly  preserved  as  a  tag  to  the  Man  of  Law's 
Tale  J  and  (3)  the  Nun's  Priest's  Epilogue,  which,  if  it  had  not 
been  revived  by  the  Ellesmere  editor,  would  only  have  been 
known  a.s  occurring  in  a  single  MS.  All  are  genuine,  but  were 
meant  to  be  suppressed.  The  Host-stanza  was  actually  sup- 
pressed in  the  first  (or  Petworth)  recension ;  and  Chaucer  seems 
to  have  been  contemplating  its  suppression  even  when  the 
Hengwrt  MS.  was  prepared ;  for  he  repeats  the  third  line  of  it 
— "  Me  were  leuere  than  a  barel  ale  "  near  the  end  of  that  MS. 
in  the  form—"  I  hadde  leuere  than  a  barel  ale  ;  "  B  3083. 
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IlKSlMfl   OF   THE   CoMPAniSOV   OF    MSS. 

Wlipii  WO  carefully  roviow  the  contents  of  the  M.SS.,  wo  seo  that 
nftcr  Chancer  ha. I  nnco  bemui  to  put  his  Tales  together,  ho  wrote 
very  little  tlvit  was  new.  The  only  important  n(Mition  was  the 
Canon's  Yeoman's  Talo ;  nn<l  tho  next  most  important  con- 
tiilnition  was  tho  now  Clcrk-^rcrclmnt  link  in  the  Ilarleian 
Hcheme.  lint  ho  soems  ti  havo  spent  much  time  nnd  pains  in 
trying  to  form  now  coinbinationo,  espocially  by  pnttinj;  oM  con- 
ncrting  links  to  now  iises  ;  tlio  particnlurs  havo  already  been 
given.  When  we  consider,  in  mldition  to  this,  that  many  of  the 
intended  Tales  were  never  written  at  all,  even  when  the  original 
estimate  of  four  stories  for  each  teller  had  certaiidy  been  reduced 
to  nnr,^  which  was  a  quarter  of  the  original  proposal,  it  becomes 
obviotis  that  ho  never  got  so  far  as  to  bo  in  a  comlition  to  remove 
inconsistencies,  ft  is  entirely  out  of  the  question,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  that  ho  should  oven  havo  attempted  to  do  »o  with  so  impor- 
feet  a  sot.  If  tho  eight  groups  (as  they  Bnally  were)  could  havo 
been  mado  into  oiio  whole,  or  oven  reduced  to  three  groups  or  n, 
couple,  ami  that  too  after  ninny  inoro  Tales  had  been  written 
than  wo  possess  nt  present,  tho  time  might  t/ir,,  havo  como  for 
the  proper  arrangement  of  tho  various  notes  relating  to  time  and 
place.  Not  only  did  that  period  never  arrive,  but  there  wan 
never  nny  approach  to  it ;  wo  should  accordingly  expect  to  find, 
as  in  fact  wo  do,  that  some  glaring  contradictious  exist  in  tho 
material  as  we  havo  it. 

Moreover,  Chaucer  was  not  tho  man  to  revise  his  work  lino  by 
lino  with  anything  like  careful  scrutiny.  And  this  consideration, 
when  superadded  to  his  lack  of  opportunity  of  surveying  a  com- 
pleted set  of  Tales,  accounts  for  all  the  dimcultios  that  havo  so- 
often  been  noted.     A  few  examples  will  make  this  clear. 

Tako  tho  caso  of  The  Second  Nun's  Tale,  or  the  Life  of  St. 
Ceoilin.  We  know  that  this  was  an  old  tale,  adapted  for  the 
Second  Nun  to  nan-ate.  Yet  in  1.  62  we  find  the  unlucky 
expression:  "And  though  that  I,  unworthy  »o,m  of  Kve."  No 
doubt,  if  the  time  had  ever  come  for  a  careful  review  of  his  work, 

„f  fl«?"?  w/7';l"  tf^^/J'fJf^P'o''  TftlP  (which  oocnrs  early  In  Hrngwrt).  h« 
nt  first  Mid  tl,«t  I  wn,  tho  Co.,k'.  turn,  though  tho  Cook  had  •Ircs.ly  .pokcn. 
TIliN  U  thp  only  nlhiMon  to  a  nerond  Idle.  /    l         • 
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he  would  have  subhtituted  for  sone  some  expression  more  Buitable 
for  the  Secoud  Nun's  use.  But  the  time  for  buch  revinion  never 
came.  The  correitioa  was  put  off  till  a  more  convenient  season, 
with  a  fiital  result.  And  this  is  all  that  need  be  &iid.  We  can 
quite  understand  that  if  any  one,  siiy  the  Earl  of  Derby,  had 
called  his  attention  to  it,  ho  would  hardly  have  heeded  it.  We 
can  imagine  him  replying  that  he  wrote*  the  line  himself,  and 
that  the  Second  Nun  had  nothing  to  dci  with  composing  it. 

Take  again  the  case  of  the  Hhipman's  Tale.  I  have  shown 
that  the  so-called  "  Shipman's  Prologue  "  was  once  "  the  Squire's 
Prologue  "  in  ilie  Petworth  and  llengwrt  schemes  ;  so  that  the 
Shipmau's  Tale  had  originally  no  Prologue  at  all.  It  will  appear, 
further,  that  the  Tale  is  connected  with  the  Shipman  in  a  very 
slight  manner  ;  for  be.side  the  rubrics  in  the  M8.S.,  it  is  assign-d 
to  the  Shipman  by  help  of  u  mere  scrap  of  eight  lines  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Prioress's  Proh»gue  (IJ  IGi-ViJi),  which  was 
easily  added.  These  lines  appear  in  all  the  SIS8.,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  even  the  Hengwrt  MS.  shows  the  Tales  in  a 
certain  stage  of  advance,  after  several  groups  had  been  coni- 
pleted.  And  it  has  often  been  pointed  out  that  the  opening 
lines  of  the  Shipman's  Tale  are  a})plicable  to  a  woman  only,  and 
are  suitable  for  no  one  in  tlie  company  of  pilgrims  except  the 
Wife  of  Bath.  No  doubt  the  conclusion  is  correct  that  it  was  at 
first  written  for  the  Wife  ;  and  Chaucer,  after  assigning  it  to  the 
Shipman,  never  took  the  trouble  to  make  the  necessary  cor- 
rections. I  should  not  say,  with  Dr.  Furnivall,  that  it  was  once 
meant  for  the  Wife's  aecuirl  tule,  but  rather  for  her  Jii'st  Tale. 
It  is  clear  that  Chaucer  wanted  more  opportunities  for  satire 
against  women  than  this  Tale  exhibits;  so,  instead  of  keeping 
strictly  within  the  limits  of  a  tale,  he  launched  out  into  what  he 
was  pleased  to  call  the  Wife  of  Bath's  Prologue,  extending,  be- 
yond all  precedent,  to  85G  lines,  just  80  lines  longer  than  the 
Monk's  Tale.  Even  the  lady  herself  did  not  contradict  the 
Friar's  assertion  that  it  was  "a  long  preamble  of  a  tale;"  she 
left  that  to  the  Sompnour. 

But  after  all,  there  is  no  difficulty.  Chaucer  simply  assigned 
the  original  Wife's  Tale  to  the  Shipman,  and  never  took  the 
trouble  to  hide  the  traces  of  the  transfer.  Neither  did  he,  at 
that  time,  or  at  any  other  time,  write  a  Shipman's  Prologue ; 
for  he  did   not  know,  any  more  than  we  do,  what  Tale  would 


TIIK    EVOLUTION    OF    THE    CANTKnilUIl Y    TALES.  29 

precede   tlio   Hlupmin.      In   so  iiiroinpleto   a  scheme,    we   expect 
inconsistencies  ;  and  nccordinjjly  we  find  tbom. 

Take  again  the  ri\Mo  of  the  Monk'rf  Tale.  When  Chatirer  hf\<l 
written  scvernl  live.^  of  eeh'hritieH,  frotn  Adam  to  Julius  CVsnr, 
ho  was  gettinjj  tired  of  it.  However,  he  maiingnd  to  add  Cncsus 
to  the  list,  fioin  the  French  llomaunt  of  the  Rose.  And  there 
lie  hrttko  olT.  Later  on,  perhaps  iilmoHt  at  once,  ho  added  four 
"modern  instances,"  an  the  Hengwrt  MS.  kIiowh.  Hvit  ho  after- 
wards huppened  to  add  20  lines  to  the  Nun's  Priests  Prologue,^ 
and  made  an  allusion  to  "a  cloud"  in  tho  last  lino  of  Cra'BUP. 
To  make  matters  como  right,  lio  slumtod  the  four  now  lives  to  an 
earlier  place  in  tho  Tale,  so  that  they  acfnnlly  ti\ke  up  an  almost 
ahsurd  position  hotween  Zonobia  and  Nero  I  It  is  obviotm  that 
ho  thought  that  it  did  not  much  matter  ;  and  I  am  willing  to 
grunt  tho  assinnption.  Wo  owe  much  moro  to  a  writer  who  can 
interest  and  nrauso  us  without  he\\\<x  always  consistent  than  to 
one  who  is  novorely  consistent  without  being  either  interesting 
or  amusing. 

We  now  come  to  a  much  more  serious  matter,  viz.,  the  allusions 
to  tho  places  passed  on  tho  road  and  the  times  of  diiy.  We  can 
get  over  the  allusions  to  tho  times,  as  Dr.  Furtiivall  so  well  points 
out,  by  allowing  three  or  four  <lays  for  tho  pilgrimage  ;  it  is  im- 
possible, for  example,  that  the  Canon  and  his  Yeomiin  could  havo 
overtaken  tho  pilgrims  nei\r  Uoughton-on-tho-lUee  after  having 
scon  thorn  start  in  tho  morning  unless  they  had  8top|>od  some- 
where  on  tho  way  during  the  previous  night.  But  when  it  comes 
to  a  q\ie«tinn  of  the  places  passed  on  tho  road,  wo  ronlly  havo  not 
enough  to  go  \i[>on.  We  havo  merely  eight  disconnecto^l  groups 
of  Talc,  tho  positions  of  some  of  which  were  altered  moro  than 
once,  instead  of  a  complete  and  defitute  scheme.  If  there  had 
been  anything  at  nil  approaching  to  a  final  arrangement,  we 
might  sen  our  way.  As  it  is,  many  of  the  Tales  are  unwritten, 
and  we  do  not  know  where  they  would  have  l>een  inserted.  To 
piit  them  in  order  in  accordance  with  such  insufficient  and 
shifting  data  is  like  making  a  rope  of  sand. 

Tho  chief  dilUeulty  is,  of  course,  the  mention  of  8ittingt>ourno 
before  the  mention  of  Rochester  ;  but  I  cannot  think  that  this 
ought  to  surprise  us,  if  we  look  at  it  without  prejudice.     As  long 

'  Tlirsr  line*  (H  flPOl-SO^  srf  not  only  tl)s«nt  from  llcngirrt,  bnt  »l»o  from 
Petworth  Slid  Corpui.     Tlipy  occnr  In  Lantdownt. 
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as  Chaucer,  in  the  course  of  his  group  A,  could  joiu  all  his  Tales 
together,  no  ditliculty  could  arise.  Accordingly,  the  pilgrims 
start  fi-oiu  Southwark,  come  to  St.  Thomas-a- Waterings,  and  puss 
by  Deptford  and  Greenwich  in  regular  succession,  and  all  is  well. 
13ut  when  we  come  u[>on  a  casual  arrangement  of  unconnected 
groups  of  Tales,  which  was  certainly  intended  to  be  considerably 
enlarged,  the  case  is  very  different.  The  mention  of  Sitting- 
bourne  occurs  near  the  end  of  the  Wife's  Prologue,  in  1)  847, 
I.e.  in  Group  3.  The  mention  of  Rochester  occurs  in  the  Prologue 
of  the  Monk's  Tale,  in  B3116;  i.e.  in  Group  7.  The  wrong 
place  is  therefoie  mentioned  lirst.  The  .simplest,  and  I  believe 
the  only  true  way,  is  to  admit  the  fact  and  leave  it.  1  do  not 
doubt  that  Chaucer  could  easily  have  set  it  right ;  but,  if  we 
are  to  go  by  the  evidejice,  it  is  obvious  that  he  never  even 
attempted  it. 

For  let  us  look  at  what  the  MSS.  say.  A  glance  at  the  various 
schemes  shows  that  Group  3  always  precedes  Group  7  ;  and  if  we 
look  at  the  more  minute  accounts  of  .some  40  MSS.  in  the  very 
valuable  table  prefixed  by  Dr.  Furnivall  to  his  Six-text  edition, 
we  shall  find  that  this  result  recurs  with  relentless  persistency. 
Group  3  always  precedes  Group  7,  in  the  most  eccentrically 
arranged  MS. ;  and  it  follows  that  we  always  come  to  Sitting- 
bourne  before  we  come  to  Rochester. 

The  contrary  has  been  arrived  at  by  an  api)eal  to  MS.  Arch. 
Selden  B.  14,  a  MS.  to  which  no  appeal  would  ever  have  been 
made,  had  not  the  case  been  desperate.  That  MS.  is  the  only  one 
in  which  what  I  have  called  the  "  nameless  "  Prologue  precedes 
the  Shipman's  Tale,  on  which  account  alone  the  said  Prologue  is 
called  the  "  Shipman's  "  Prologue.  On  the  strength  of  this  name, 
the  whole  of  Group  7  was  moved  up  bodily,  so  as  to  make  it  follow 
as  a  part  of  Group  2,  which  it  will  be  seen,  is  the  only  one  (except 
Group  1)  which  can  possibly  precede  Group  3.  I  do  not  say  that 
Chaucer  tuluht  not  have  been  led  to  do  this  ;  I  only  tay  that  there 
is  no  evidence  that  he  lived  to  do  it,  or  that  this  expedient  ever 
occurred  to  him.  It  was  simply  a  suggestion  of  Tyrwhitt's,  for 
utilising  a  discarded  Prologue. 

But  the  point  to  which  I  want  to  draw  attention  is  this. 
When  we  have  selected  this  MS.  as  being  the  only  one  worth 
considering,  we  surely  ought  to  go  by  it.  If  we  do  so,  we  find 
that  the  order  of  Tales  in  it  is  as  follows  :  1.  ia.  3.  4fc.  5«.  2.  7.  8. 
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G.  56.  9.  In  othor  words,  Oronp  3  again  conios  before  fJroup  7, 
nnd  thiiB  tlio  very  MS.  which  is  nidfcttd  to  not  everything  right 
ngroos  with  t\ll  tho  roRt  in  mnking  Sittinghnurno  procodo  llochefltor. 
I  Ruhmit  that  this  oug]»t  to  bo  final  ;  and  that,  instead  of 
conHidcring  what  Chaucer  ought  to  have  dnno,  we  have  rather 
to  consider  what  he  actually  did. 

It  would  appear,  in  fact,  that  tho  rosultn  to  bo  obtained  from 
tho  MSS.  thoniRolvoR  are,  ovon  at  tho  host,  quite  unsatisfnctory. 
Any  improvement  must  be  purely  editorial  ;  and  I  am  quite 
willing  to  acquiesce,  as  I  have  always  done,  in  Dr.  Furnivall's 
proposal  to  iitiliso  tho  **  nameless"  prologue  as  a  Shipman's 
Prologue,  and  to  join  on  to  it  not  only  that  Talo  itself,  but  all 
those  that  belong  to  the  same  Group.  We  are  all  most  grateful 
for  his  Six-text  edition,  and  for  his  edition  of  the  Harloian  MS.  ; 
and  it  will  readily  bo  underHtood  that  tho  present  paper  entirely 
depends  upon  these  seven  printed  texts,  and  upon  the  excellent 
tables  of  contents  of  MSS.,  as  prefixed  to  tho  Six-text  e«lition.  In 
particular,  1  wish  to  record  my  gratittido  to  him  for  taking  the 
precaution,  when  printing  the  MSB.,  of  giving  the  numbers  of 
their  leaves.  For  this  is  tho  only  safe  guide  to  the  order  in 
which  each  nf  tliem  arranges  the  Tales. 

It  remains  to  be  said  that  several  MSS.  have  been  neglected, 
because  they  oxhil)it  the  Tales  in  an  order  which  cannot  bo  fitted 
into  any  scheme  whatever.  Somo  of  these  may  have  arisen  from 
a  contamination  of  types,  the  scribe  making  use  of  two  or  more 
copies  as  he  could  best  come  by  them.  It  is  not  worth  while  to 
particularise  them,  as  they  aftord  us  no  assistance  as  regardg 
arrangement.  But  even  these  it  is  possible  to  group  together  by 
the  internal  evidence  of  the  readings  which  they  exhibit :  and  all 
tho  MiSS.  have  accordingly  been  Rucceasfully  arranged  into  seven 
groups  by  Dr.  Koch,  to  whoso  Introduction  to  the  Pardoner's 
Tale  it  RuflSces  merely  to  refer. 


The  Black-lettkr  Editions. 

The  most  important  of  the  black-letter  editions  ie  ThyDOe's, 
from  which  several  succeeding  editions  are  derived.  Thynn* 
follows  in  the  main  the  Petworth  type ;  but  he  had  access  to  an 
edition  or  MS.  of  the  Harleian  type  also,  because  he  inaerts  the 
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Clerk-Merchant  link,  which  occurs  iu  that  type  only.  It  foUowa 
that  hia  edition  shows  no  distinct  variety  of  type,  and  is  useless 
for  our  present  purpose.  The  complete  formula  for  Thynno's 
edition  is  :  1.  2.  m.  5a,  u.  z.  46.  3.  4a.  h.  56.  8.  (5  (with  a  spurious 
prologue),  7  *  (with  a  spurious  prologue),  e.  9.  It  bears  some 
resemblance,  (in  arrangement,  hardly  in  all  the  readings)  to 
Caxton's  first  edition,  which,  as  Ciixton  admitted,  was  not  very 
good. 

Tyrwhitt  points  out  a  blunder  of  Thynne's,  which  is  extremely 
instructive.  He  gives,  just  befory  the  Merchant's  Tah',  both 
the  Words  of  the  Merchant  to  the  Squire  (F  G73-708),  in  which 
the  Merchant  complains  of  his  son's  uudutiful  conduct,  and  the 
Clerk-Merchant  link  (E  1213-1244),  iu  which  the  same  Merchant 
says  that  he  has  been  married  only  two  months  !  He  has,  in 
fact,  combined  "  n"  in  Petworth  with  ''z"  in  the  Harleian.  It 
is  true  that  both  are  Merchant's  Prologues,  but  thtij  helomj  to 
difftrent  ti/}>es  ! 

Caxton's  first  edition  is  certainly  of  a  mixed  type,  find  »loes  not 
help  us.  It  agrees  with  Lansdowue  in  suppressing  '*  n,"  but 
admits  "  z,"  as  in  the  Harleian.  The  order  of  stories  in  the 
Monk's  Tale  follows  that  in  the  latter  MS. 

The  order  in  Caxton's  second  edition  agret'S  with  none  of  the 
MSS.  described  by  Dr.  Furnivall  ;  for  it  makes  the  Merchant 
follow  the  Man  of  Law,  and  the  Second  Nun  follow  the  Clerk  I 
Both  the  editions  by  Pynson  follow  suit.  But  the  edition  by 
Wynkyn  de  Worde  in  1498  actually  follows  the  Harleian 
scheme. 


A  Note  on  the  Petworth  MS. 

I  think  it  would  be  premature  to  consider  the  possible  effects  of 
the  preceding  investigation  on  the  choice  of  readings  in  passages 
where  the  MSS.  differ.  It  will  certainly  enable  us  in  .some  cases 
to  see  what  the  readings  mean,  which  is  the  first  step  to  deciding 
upon  the  reading  to  be  adopted 

I  take,  as  an  example,  the  readings  of  E  2425,  which  occurs  in 
a  rather  Protean  link  which  I  have  called  '*  x."  We  can  most 
easily  explain  the  readings  by  taking  them  in  their  practically 
chronological  order.     Heng.  has  :  "  By  this  Marchantes  Tale  it 


THr   RVOMTTION  OF   TnE   rANTKRnUIlY   TAt.ER.  33 

proiU'tli  wool."     Tlioro  i»  lioro  no  tlinirulty,  1)orauHo  tho  roforonce 
iH  direct,  viz.  to  tho  Merohiint'H  Tale  that  procO(le». 

liut  in  tho  I'otworth  MS.,  nnch  a  roforoijro  woiiM  ho  rjiiito 
\inRiii(ahlo,  hcra\iso  tho  procdJinx  talo  is  that  of  tho  Clork.  And 
tho  roadinji  is:  "  JJy  mony  onsauinph«««  it  piouoth  well.''  Tho 
Hcriho  cannot  ho  qnito  liglit,  hoca\>so  tho  lino  will  not  Boan. 
I  think  ho  Iuih  loft  out  tho  won!  o/'/fl  ;  at  any  rato,  t/"7/  nhonld  he 
twr/,  and  tho  roailing :  "  Hy  mony  onsaumplos  [(»ldo)  it  j)ron«th 
wool  "  is  prohahly  correct. 

Tho  context  shows  that  tho  Host  is  lainontinp  tho  almndanco 
of  ovil  wivos,  who  are  always  hnsy  t/O  docoivo  unfortunato  men  ; 
as  proved,  ho  says,  hy  nmny  examplos.  If  wo  tako  notice  that 
the  ]iror(<dinp  talo  is  tho  Clerk's,  w(>  see  at  onco  that  thcro  is  here 
a  porfortly  fitting  roforonco  to  tho  ('lork's  Knvoy,  in  which  tho 
anthnr  rocounnonds  wivos  to  rofraii\  from  iniitatinp  tho  oxamplo 
of  (irisolda,  and  gives  sp'cial  hints  to  arch-wivos,  slnndor  wivos, 
fair  wivos,  and  ugly  wivos,  as  to  their  nia!np\ilation  of  their 
husbands.  It  shows,  in  fact,  that  when,  in  tho  Potwoith  scheme, 
what  was  then  tho  Franklin's  Prolopuo  followo<l  the  (Jlerk's 
Knvoy.  the  author's  intoJition  was  to  connect  tho  Fi-anklin  with 
the  Clork. 

Hut  in  tho  Jiansdowno  schonio,  this  !«;  apain  chanpod  ;  tho 
Merchant  iipain  prooodes  tho  Franklin,  and  tho  Hongwrt  roadinjj 
mipht  very  well  havo  hoen  restored.  Wo  cannot  certainly  pay 
if  this  WHS  then  done,  hecanse  tho  throe  MSS.  of  tho  Ijnnsdowno 
typo  are  horo  imperfect.  But  tho  llarloian  MS.  nctualiy  restore*! 
the  oripit\al  rondinp,  which  tho  FlloRmoro  MS.  also  preserves. 

Tho  |x)int  of  this  noto  i«  to  tho  olTect  that,  although  tho 
Petworth  MS.  has,  in  this  lino,  a  difforont  rojulinp  from  the 
Hongwrt,  the  Lansdowne,  and  tho  Kllosmoro,  it  in  novertholosH 
coiroot.  For  tho  loadin^'  which  is  suitable  for  tho^o  MSS,  would 
havo  l>oon  rpiito  unsuitable  for  itfl  own  arranpoment  of  the  Talcs. 
Tho  samo  remark  applies  to  E  2420,  where  I'otworth  again  has  a 
line  of  itR  own,  a«  has  been  already  noted  at  p.  25. 


HoMK  Omimion§  and  Inrkrtions. 

Tho    al)ove   investigation   gives   tho   relative  priority  of   (he 
•ariouH  typoi  of  MS.     It  is  worth  naying  that  the  order  of  types 
Ev.  Cant.  d 
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above  given  is  perfectly  consistoat  with  the  various  omissions, 
insertions,  and  peculiar  readings  that  here  and  there  occur. 

It  is  obviouH  to  any  one  that  consults  the  MSS.  that  there  is  a 
connexion  of  the  closest  kind  between  the  Hengwrt  and  EUes- 
moro  M8S. ;  and  wo  now  know  in  wliich  direction  the  Inirrowing 
lies.  The  EUosmero  is  of  the  latest  typo,  and  i.s  iili  e<lited  MS.  ; 
and  it  is  clear  that  the  editor  luid  access  to  u  "  Hengwrt "  MS., 
which  "Was  one  of  his  most  important  sources.  Amongst  other 
things,  a  very  close  agreement  in  the  spelling  often  extends 
through  many  consecutive  lines.  Again,  the  Ellesmore  MS. 
abounds  in  side-notes,  many  of  which  ajipear  to  have  come  from 
Chaucer  himself.  The  same  notes  appear,  in  the  same  places,  in 
the  Hengwrt  MS.,  whence  tlmy  are  carefully  copied. • 

Consistently  with  this,  we  fnul  that  the  Kllesnu'i-e  and  Cam- 
bridge MSS.  sometimes  follow  the  Jlongwrt  MS.,  whi-re  all 
the  rest  vary. 

Another  source  of  the  Ellesmere  MS.  was  a  MS.  of  the 
Uarleiau  type,  which  it  sometimes  follows  as  against  all  the 
rest. 

It  also  appears  that  whiKst  the  Corpus  and  lAnsdowne  jNISS. 
are  very  nearly  of  the  .same  type,  the  form  of  the  Corpus  MS. 
is  somewhat  older,  and  agrees  more  closely  with  the  Petworth 
than  the  jjiinsdowne  does. 

I  now  enumerate  the  chief  omissions,  etc.,  in  the  liengwrt  MS. 

This  MS.  alone  contains  two  extra  lines  in  the  l'n)log»ie,  viz. 
A  25"J/>,  and  A  '252c.  These  lines  were  afterwards  lost,  possibly 
by  accident.     On  the  other  hand,  it  omits  A  G37-8. 

The  Hengwrt  MS.  omits  A  2G81  and  2682,  in  the  Knight's 
Tale,  and  the  Ellesmere  and  Cambridge  follow  suit.  Hut  the 
other  types  retain  them. 

The  Hengwrt  MS.  omits  four  lines  of  Arcite's  last  speech 
(A  277l)-82).     They  were  doubtless  added  afterwards. 

The  Hengwrt  MS.  omits  two  lines  in  the  Miller's  Prologue 
(A3155-G).  They  do  not  appear  in  the  Petworth,  nor  in  the 
Lansdowue.  liut  they  appear  in  the  Harleian,  and  were 
thence  copied  into  the  Ellesmere. 

The  lines  A  .'i721-2    are  in  Ellesmere    and   ('ambridge  only, 

'  Tiniv  uir  siiiiK'  txci'i.tiniis.  Tims,  in  A  19:»5,  IWti,  tlu'  former  ste  la 
glo.sseil  ill  Hciij,'.  l)y  <itl  tid.  (/.«.  it  is  tlic  iv/A),  and  llie  latti-r  by  i.mare 
(i.e.  it  is  the  suiatantiic).     The  Ellesmere  misses  this.     So  also  hi  A  2298. 
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among    Hio    hi'vom    MSH.       Hut    tl\py    n\(\    nl«o    in    Tliynno'i 
oflition,  which  rontnipH  a  mixt\iro  of  tyi>OH, 

It  U  only  tho  l|i>nj,'\vrt  MS.  that  ipconls  tho  fact  about 
tho  Cook'K  'Pah',  that  '•()f  this  Cokos  Talo  inakod  Chaucor  na 
inoor(<."  'Phis  Ih  hi^;hly  Hi^inillonnt.  It  r(>f\lly  inoanH  that,  at 
a  com pu rati vcly  early  Rtagp,  Chancor  (lofM\itoIy  and  finally 
abnn<lnno(i  it. 

WImt  iH  now  callcl  tho  Shipman's  Prnlogno  (H  llfi.l  1190) 
first  iippoarod  as  a  Hcpiiro's  Prologue  in  tho  Potworth  MM. 
Tho  llongwrt  doon  not  contain  it  at  all.  It  wiih  iniporfoctly 
rctaiiuMl  hy  miHtakf  in  tho  Ilarloian. 

A  lino  in  Sir  Thopas  (B  1905)  wan  acci<lontally  dropped  in 
tho  llongwrt  MH.,  and  actually  dixapiwarnd  in  nearly  all  later 
copies.  A  lino  which  HorvoH  the  pnrposo  appears  in  MH.  iJeg. 
17  n  xv  ;  but  it  may  have  been  coneocted.  It  docs  not  appear 
in  'Phynne. 

'Phreo  lines  in  Sir 'PhopaH  (112012-1)  wero  omitted  in  tho 
Petworlh  MS.,  and  henee  do  not  not  appear  in  the  Clorpus  and 
liansdowno.  'Phey  were  restored  (but  badly)  in  tho  Harleian, 
which  was  nndoubtodly  influeneed  by  somn  rovisod  MS.  of  high 
anthnrity  that  has  unfortunately  been  lost. 

In  Melibeus,  ]\  2252-3,  a  passage  was  omitted  in  Hengwrt. 
It  is  conserpuMitly  omitted  in  all  other  copies.  'Plio  same  thing 
occurr.  twice  mnro,  further  on  ;  seo  U  2()2-l-i,  and  11  2H54. 

In  tho  Monk'rt  'Pale,  the  stanza  concerning  Ailam  is  not  in 
Hengwrt.     Neither  is  it  in  Corpus,     liut  tho  rest  have  it. 

In  tho  Nun'H  Priest's  Prologue,  it  is  particularly  to  be  noted 
that  Hongwrt  omits  20  lines  (M  .'lOfil  3980)  ;  and  Petworth  and 
Corpus  follow  suit.  They  appear  in  liansdowno,  Harleian,  and 
ICllesmero.  It  is  highly  signiHcant ;  for  theso  are  the  lines  in 
which  tho  Knight  refers  to  what  tho  Monk  has  said— "He 
spak  how  *  fortune  covered  with  a  cloiiJe  I  noot  never  what.' " 
'Phid  proves  cpiito  clearly  that  tho  idea  of  bringing  tho  story 
of  CnesuB  to  tho  end  of  tho  Talo  was  an  afterthought.  It 
was  done  forcibly,  by  inserting  the  mo<lern  itories  at  ad  earlier 
place. 

Ill  tho  Nun's  Priest's  Tale,  Petworth  omits  11  4233-8.  Ro  do 
Corpus  and  I^ansilowne. 

In  the  Doctor's  Tale,  Kllesmero  omits  C  103-4.  In  tho  Words 
of  tho  Host,  Hengwrt  and  Petworth    (followed   bj  Ellesmere) 
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omit   0  297-8.      In   the   Pardoner'a   Tale,   the    spuriouH    liues 
C  4876  and  iSSb  uppair  in  Corpus  auJ  Lunsdowne  only. 

In  the  Wife  of  Bath's  Preamble,  soveiul  lines  occur  in 
EUesmere  and  Camhridgo  only  ;  viz.  1)  575-84,  GOU-12,  619-26; 
and  717-20  in  Kllesmeie  only.  All  four  passages  are  in 
Thyune.  There  is  no  signiticanco  in  the  omission  by  Potworth 
of  D  2159  2294  ;  for  the  lines  are  found  in  Hengwrt  us  well  us 
tlsewhore. 

The  Merchant's  Prologue,  E  1213  44,  first  appears  in  tlio 
Ilarleian  MS.  It  is  absent  from  llengwrt,  Petworth,  and 
Lansdowno  (and  from  Corpus). 

In  the  Merchant's  Tale,  E  13U5  -6,  wliore  llengwrt  is  imperfect, 
there  is  much  variation  in  the  readings. 

In    several    places,    MSS.    of   all    types  omit   lines   owing  to 
confusing    linos    that    end    alike.     Even    the    Ellesmere,  which 
seldom  errs  thus,  has  lost  E  1358-()1,  which  the  rest  retain. 
Petworth  omits  E  1927-8;  so  do  Corpus  and  Lansdowne. 
Corpus  and  Lansdowne  omit  the  end  of  the  Mei'chant's  Tale, 
E  2319-2440  ;  and  also  F  1-8.     This  is  a  troublesome  loss. 

In  the  Franklin's  Tale,  certain  lin.es  are  absent  from  Petworth, 
Corpus,  and  Lansdowne;  viz.  F  1147-8,  1191-6,  1423-4,  1433-4. 
F  15G7-8  appear  in  Petworth,  but  not  in  the  other  two. 

F  1455-6  and  F  1493-8  appear  in  Ellesmere  only  ;  though 
F  1455-6  are  found  in  Thynne. 

In  the  Second  Nun's  Tale,  Petworth,  Corpus,  and  Lansdowne 
twice  omit  a  clause,  viz.  in  G  213-4  and  G  432-3. 

The  Canon's  Yeoman's  Tale  is  absent  from  the  Hengwrt  MS., 
as  has  been  already  said. 

It  thus  appears  that  each  type  often  affected  the  one  that 
succeeded  it.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Ilarleian  and  Ellesmere 
types  often  restore  what  had  previously  been  lost. 

The  preceding  remarks  refer  to  the  seven  chief  MSS.  oiili/. 
Collation  with  other  MSS.  may  easily  modify  some  of  them. 

1  venture  to  think  that,  oven  in  the  totally  different  matter  of 
collating  the  various  readings,  it  will  never  do  any  harm  to  look 
at  the  seven  MSS.  in  this  particular  order,  viz.  Hengwrt,  PetWOl'th, 

Corpus,  Lansdowne,  Harleian,  Ellesmere,  Cambridge.    I  have 

tried  the  experiment  in  .several  places,  and  have  found  that  some 
light  is  sometimes  thrown  upon  the  matter  by  this  very  simple 
proceeding. 


TIIK    KVMMITIoM    OF   THK    fANTKniltnY    TAr.KH.  37 

A  very  curiouB  cxumitlo  orcurs  in  tlio  Kni^ht'H  Talo,  A  2037 — 
"  Ah  Ih  (lopoyiit(><l  in  tho  storron  almvo."  That  Ktrrrtin,  i.o.  hUih, 
JH  Iho  right  reading  in  certain  ;  for  thorn  \h  n  parallel  passage  in 
]\  19  i — *'  For  in  tho  uterrrn,  cloior  than  is  glnn,  Is  writon,"  otc. 
Yet  tho  Bcriho  of  tho  Hongwrt  MS.  very  oddly  bjkjU  tho  word 
tn'rlrm,  making  tlio  I  tho  fourth  letter  instead  of  tho  Bocond  :  and 
80  producing  a  ghostrword.'  The  remarkable  point  ib,  that 
I'otworth  lias  ccrlref*,  with  c  for  »;  Corpna  an<l  liinsdowno  have 
nertrrs  ;  KlleBmero  lias  crtven  ;  and  Cambridge  liaR  grrtr^n  ;  bo  that 
all  theso  practically  follow  suit.  Only  tho  Harleian,  which  is  bo 
often  independent  of  tho  rest,  has  the  right  Bpelling  iUrres.  And 
at  the  «amo  time  tho  oareloHflnoBH  of  the  Harleian  scribe  is  well 
oxomplificd  by  the  fact  that  he  drops  tho  preceiling  th«. 

'  If  the  rr  In  »(rrrM  bo  reprcMntcd,  m  oftpn,  by  a  more  cnrl,  It  wonid 
sppour  M  "st'rps,"  If  a  rarelpii  iirrih<«'ii  eye  w(m  sttmctod  by  thli  curl, 
he  might  road  it  u  "s'tren,"  by  anticipation.     Rut  thli  ii  "lertrM." 


Richard  Clay  *  tioMt,  Limitkd, 
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BUNOAY,  surroLK. 
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